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Don’t buy cheap, 
insecure boxes 
whether made of 
wood or fibre 


H. & D. Corrugated 


Fibre Boxes 


have stood the test of service for years. True, they are 
cheaper than good wooden boxes, but that is less than 
half the story —for many commodities they are better than 
any wooden box. The more wooden boxes you buy, the 
scarcer they become, the poorer they are, and the higher 
goes the price. Don't let this tempt you to buy cheap and 
worthless substitutes, when you can get the best and actu- 
ally save money at the same time—save in first cost, in stor- 
age, in packing and in breakage and pilfering of your goods 


. s OUR FREE MANUAL “HOW TO PACK IT” EX- 
In shipment. PLAINS FULLY. WE SEND IT FOR THE ASKING 


The Hinde & Dauch Paper Co. 


Canadian Trade, Address: Toronto, Canada SANDUSKY, OHIO 
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To The 


TRAFFIC MANAGER 


Who Must Keep 
UP TO THE MINUTE 


ON 


Tariff Filings, Rejections, Suspensions, and the 
Other Most Important Traffic Happenings 


Our Daily Traffic World and Traffic Bulletin 


Will Appeal 


LET US SEND SAMPLES 
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LEADING COMMERCIAL AND TRAFFIC ORGANIZATIONS 


The National Industrial Traffic League. 
Object—The object of this league is 
to interchange ideas concerning traffic 
matters. to co-operate with the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, state rau- 
road commissions and transportation 
*ommparies in promoting and securing 
better understanding by the public and 
the state and national governments of 
the needs of the traffic world; to secure 
proper legislation where deemed neces- 
sary, and the modification of present 
laws where considered harmful to the 
free interchange of commerce; with the 
view to advance fair dealing and to 
promote, conserve and protect the com- 
mercial and transportation interests. 


Headquarters, Tacoma Bldg., 5 North 
La Salle St., Chicago. 


Officers. 
8B Se er ee rer President 
Commissioner, Transportation Bureau of 
Commercial Club, Kansas City, Mo. 
J. HEOAVY occ vecpccccvsvess Vice-President 
Commissioner, Freight and Traffic Di- 
vision Chamber of Commerce, Indian- 
apolis, Ind. 
Oscar F. Bell ........ Secretary-Treasurer 
T. M. Crane Co., 836 South Michigan 
Ave., Chicago, Il. 
David P. Chindblom...... Asst. Secretary 
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tion. W. J. Evans, Freight Traf. Mer., 
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TRAFFIC CLUBS 


Topeka Traffic Association. 
McEntire, Pres.; C. M. 
Secy.-Treas. 


George P. 
Lawrence, 


Sterling Manufacturers’ and Shippers’ 
Association. In charge of traffic in- 
dustries located at Sterling and Rock 
Falls, lll. W. P. Benson, President: H. 
H. Wood, Vice-President; W. J. Bur- 
leigh, Secy.-Treas.; W. E. Long, Traffic 
Manager. 


The Memphis Freight Bureau. L. R. 
Donelson, Pres.; W. G. Thomas, Vice- 
Pres.; James S. Davant, Commissioner, 
Memphis, Tenn. 


Traffic Club of Kansas City. Joseph A. 
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W. Colby, Pres. 

The Traffic Club of Chicago. Guy S. 
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Secy. 
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The Transportation Club of Indianapolis. 
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Secy. 
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Sam W. Manning, Pres.; C. A. Ander- 
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What the Cartridge is to the Rifle 


the “National Way” is to fiber boxes—sealing Our staff of “packing engineers” is the only 
them so they will safely and without loss organization in this country making a special 
carry to destination. study of the proper sealing of packages. 


It was shown during the “Pridham” hearings 
that the success of fiber boxes depends largely Our experience, the result of years of pioneer- 
upon proper sealing. ing and specializing, is at the disposal of any- 


This is not to their discredit. The success of one interested in shipping problems. 


wooden cases depends largely upon proper 
nailing. You are cordially invited to freely consult our 


It was also shown during these hearings that ; 
the large shippers using the “National” way Free Service Bureau 
are highly satisfied with it. 


National Binding Machine Co. 


Pioneers of the Gummed Tape Sealing System 


Chicago New York San Francisco 


539 Stock Exchange Bldg. 260 West Street Balboa Bldg.. 
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“SPECIAL ATTENTION PAID TO IMPORT AND EXPORT TRAFFIC” 


THE ONLY RAILROAD TO THE FAMOUS ST. TAMMANY HEALTH and PLEASURE RESORT 
FOR TARIFFS, DESCRIPTIVE LITERATURE, SCHEDULES, ETC., WRITE TO 


M. J. McMAHON, Gen. Frt. and Pass. Agt. G. B. AUBURTIN, Asst. Gen. Frt. and Pass. Agt. 
905 WHITNEY CENTRAL BLDG., New Orleans, La. 
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REVOLVATOR 


Reg. U. S. Pat. Off. 
Also Known as 


“Portable Elevators” 
“Tiering Machines ”’ 
“Case Stackers,”’ Etc. 


Chicago’s 
Newest and Biggest 


Storage Warehouse 


For 


Raising and Lowering 


heavy. bulky or fragile articles 
pil iled one on top of another 


A Time, Labor and Space 


Saver 


All Styles, Sizes and Capacities 
Hand and Motor Power 


N. Y. REVOLVING PORTABLE ELEVATOR CO. j.tsty“Gry' ‘x: 5 


Located in the heart of the business district, 
has one million square feet of fire- 
proof storage space. 


Short hauls for teams of city customers 
and unexcelled shipping facilities. 





Shipments made from storage over all 
Trunk Lines through Chicago Tunnel and 
B. & O. C. T. Ry., the CARTAGE 
CHARGES thus being ELIMINATED. 










—THEMERRIAM WEBSTER Every day in your talk and reading, 
m the street car, in the office, ahon 

ha and" school some new question is sure 
Sj =atweres| tO come up. You seek —_ accurate, 
semcvelopedio, up-to-date information. 





Descriptive Booklet on Request. 


Soo Terminal Warehouse Co. 


519 West 12th Street 
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Phone Canal 5740 





= G. & C. MERRIAM CO. 


SPRINGFIELD, MASS. 










TANK CARS 
We Lease All Steel Modern Tank Cars to Shippers of Liquid Freight 
TERMS REASONABLE 


KEITH CAR COMPANY 
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Dictate Your 
Money Orders 


Sending money via Wells Fargo is a very simple opera- 
tion—you just dictate the money order. 


All you need do is to lay the money on the counter and 
say, ‘‘$25 to John Jones, Buffalo,’’ adding your own name. The 
order will be handed you as quickly as the clerk can write it. 


You yourself do no writing—no filling out of application 
blanks. You don’t even bother with details of street addresses. 
You just dictate—and the money goes to the man it is intended 
for in perfect safety. 


Dictate your money orders. 


Wells Fargo & Company Express 


Money Orders and Travelers Checks 
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SPOTTING TARIFF HEARING. 


\ spotting tariff hearing is scheduled to be held 
before Examiner Wood of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission at Indianapolis June 18. The spotting 
tariff inquiry is a branch of the advanced rate in- 
quiry, a charge for spotting cars having been sug- 
gested by Mr. Brandeis, counsel for the Interstate 
Commerce Commission in the advanced rate case, as 
a means by which the railroads might increase their 
revenues without being permitted to advance their 
freight rates. 

lt would seem that now the Supreme Court has 
decided the Los Angeles switching case, there could 
be little accomplished by going on with this spot- 
ting tariff inquiry, which had already apparently 
been nearly forgotten in the demand, not only from 
railroads and big business, but from the public and 
even, by intimation, from the President himself, that 
progress be made in closing the advance rate case. 
\Vhy continue it now when the Supreme Court has 
said that a separate charge for placing cars on 
private tracks would constitute discrimination ? 

but if the inquiry is to go on, either as a part 
of the advanced rate case or as a separate investiga- 
tion, it behooves shippers who have paid for so- 
illed private sidings to be alive to the importance 

the hearings and to bring forward testimony to 
how that these private side tracks are facilities for 
e railroads provided at the cost of the shippers, 
t which.the railroads might well be asked to pay 
mething rather than that the shipper should be 
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compelled to pay for having cars set on the tracks. 
There is something to be said on the other side, 
too, and perhaps some compromise arrangement for 
a charge could be arrived at. But the point is, why, 
now that the Supreme Court has spoken, go into the 
matter at all? 


TWO IMPORTANT OPINIONS. 


Two more important opinions in railroad traffic 
cases were handed down by the United States Su- 
preme Court this week, in the Shreveport case and 
the Los Angeles switching case. In both cases the 


Interstate Commerce Commission was sustained. 

The decision in the Shreveport case is one of the 
most important ever handed down by the Supreme 
Court in a case affecting the powers of the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, not because of the 
interests immediately involved, but because of the 
principle established. That principle is that where- 
the 


carriers are so related that the government of one 


ever interstate and intrastate transactions of 
involves the control of the other, it is Congress 
(which has delegated its power to the Interstate 
Commerce Commission), and not the state, that is 
entitled to prescribe the final and dominant rule; for, 
otherwise, as Justice Hughes says, “Congress would 
be denied the exercise of its constitutional author- 
ity, and the state, not the nation, would be supreme 
within the national field.” 


in this particular case the final and dominant 
rule is applied in the case of a discrimination against 
Shreveport, La., in rates to Texas points as com- 
pared with rates to these same points from other 
points in Texas. It was claimed, and was true, 
that the Texas rates were fixed by the Texas state 
commission. The Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion held, and the Supreme Court sustains it, that 
the rates were discriminatory and that the carriers 
must remove the discrimination, either by lowering 
the rates from Shreveport or by raising the rates 
in Texas. Which course the railroads will elect 1s 
easy to guess, since to raise the Texas rates means 
more revenue. The effect of the decision is thus 
to set aside the state rates. 

There is a wide field for speculation as to how 
this “final and dominant rule” may be applied in 
other situations. It is settled now that when the 
freight rates fixed by a state cause discrimination 
and injustice in interstate commerce, the federal 
commission may order them set aside. We wonder 
if the industrial railway matter might now also be 
presented in some such way as to make pertinent 
the question of the application of this rule. Several 
of the state commissions have held certain roads to 


be common carriers and that they must maintain 
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through routes and joint rates as to intrastate traf- 
fic, though the view of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission is to the contrary. And so as to the 
proposed charge for spotting, which the Interstate 
Commerce Commission might order or enjoin while 
a state commission might take the opposite course as 
to intrastate commerce. It is easy to see how cases 
of discrimination might arise under such conditions 
and how there might be an effort to have them set- 
tled under this ruling. The possibilities are bound- 
less when it comes to applying this decision to mat- 
ters involving the question of state rights as against 
federal control. 

The opinion of the Supreme Court is the logical 
Jus- 


tice Hughes pointed out that in that case there had 


development of the Minnesota rate decision. 


been no challenge of state rates on the ground that 
they caused discrimination against shippers in other 
states, while in the Shreveport case there was such 
The decision points for the 


challenge. the way 


commission to dispose of shippers’ complaints of 
discrimination in neighboring states caused by Min- 
nesota rates, thereby giving relief to carriers which 
they did not obtain in the Minnesota rate case. 
The Los Angeles decision, forbidding railroads to 
discriminate against that city by charging for the 
delivery of cars on industrial tracks there, is impor- 
which the 
it is 


tant in itself, a large amount of money, 
carriers will have to pay back, being involved; 
important because of the precedent it sets; and it 
is important lastly and especially because it seems 
to dispose finally of the Brandeis scheme to im- 
pose a charge for setting cars on so-called private 
tracks. The opinion says a charge for this service, 
with none for team track or station track delivery, 
would constitute discrimination against shippers 
who have provided terminals for carriers at their 
own expense. It is doubtful if a strictly defined 
spotting charge could now be made unless it were 
also imposed for team and station track spotting. 
And so vanishes another of the suggested substi- 
tutes for an advance in freight rates following 
closely after the Supreme Court’s tap-line decision 
by which $15,000,000 given to carriers in Official 
Classification territory was taken away and their 
need of an advance in freight rates by that much in- 
creased. 


Not the least important phase of the Los Angeles 
and tap-line decisions is that, coming at this time, 
they serve greatly to clear the atmosphere and sim- 
plify the situation for the Interstate Commerce 


Commission in the advanced rate case. 
said also that, as far as they may 
indicate anything, they 


It may be 
be taken to 
are indicative that an in- 
crease will be granted. 
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LEADERS IN TRAFFIC 


The Men Who Are Solving the Big Prob 
lems—and the 
They Have Done 


James W. Newell, elected president of the Freight 
Claim Association at its twenty-third annual session, in 
Galveston, Tex., last month, was born at Plattsmouth, 
Neb., in May, 1875. He went through high school in his 


JAMES W. NEWELL. 


home town and finished the academic course at Nebraska 
Wesleyan University, Lincoln, Neb., in the spring of 1893. 
He entered the service of the Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy Railroad Co. in June, 1893, as station agent and 
telegraph operator. After seven years in the station serv- 
ice, he took a position as clerk in the supply department 
of the same company. In 1902 he was placed in charge 
of the material accounting department in the auditor's 
office at Omaha. Afterward he was made traveling audi 
and freight claim adjuster. In February, 1907, he 
made auditor, freight and ticket accounts, Chicago, Bul 
lington & Quincy Railroad Co., Lines West, at Omaiia, 
Neb. On March 1, 1908, he became auditor of freiz! 
accounts of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railr: 
Co., Lines East, at Chicago. Since March 1, 1913, he 
been in charge of freight accounts and freight claims 
the entire C., B. & Q. system. 


RAYBURN BILL PASSED. 

The national House of Representatives, June 5 pas 
the three measures on the Democratic trust program, 
cluding the Rayburn bill to give the Interstate Comme! 
Commission control over the issue of stocks and bo! 
by railroads. The latter bill was passed by a vote of 
to 12. 
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CURRENT TOPICS IN WASHINGTON 


The Supreme Court Decisions.— 
“How firm a foundation” is a good 
hymn for the Commissioners to sing 
in view of the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court in the tap-line, the 
Shreveport and the Los Angeles 
cases. They make the federal regu- 
lating body stronger than _ ever. 
They show it one mistake it made 
and give it clear markings how to 
avoid another. The Florida Hast 
Coast decision is a mere instance of the worthy Homer 
nodding. The Commissioners thought they had taken 
testimony to warrant a conclusion that what was shown 
to be the fact with regard to the Seaboard and the 
Atlantic Coast Line applied also to the Florida East 
Coast. The Shreveport decision settles forever the 
query as to whether the Commission can make an 
order as to interstate rates which will force a carrier 
to disregard an intrastate rate which in turn forces it 
to create a discrimination against shippers in another 
state. The fact that the court, in the Minnesota rate 
case, made reservations which indicated a decision 
upholding the order in the Shreveport case was pointed 
out in Tue Trarric Woritp long ago. Shippers in 
states adjoining Minnesota evidently months ago came 
to the conclusion that the court would decide in favor 
of the Commission in the Shreveport case, else they 
would not have filed the dozens of complaints based on 
the discriminations they think have resulted from the 
application, by the carriers, of the Minnesota scale. It 
would be going too far to say the Commission will 
decide their complaints in such a way as to bring about 
an order such as was procured by the Louisiana raitt- 
road commissioners for their constituents. The most that 
can be said is that the Commission need have no qualms 
in following the lead it made when it entrusted to 
Franklin K. Lane the writing of the opinion in the 
Louisiana case. The way is clear for it if it finds dis- 
criminations to exist to issue the necessary orders for 
their removal. 


The Los Angeles Case——The Los Angeles opinion 
seems to lay down an infallible test for the spotting 


tariffs now on file with the Commission. If they pro 
pose to make a charge for an additional service they 
may be allowed to become effective, if thereby the rate 
does not otherwise offend the law. If the service is 
merely a substituted one—that is, if it merely substitutes 
so-called private for team, or station, track delivery— 
then the tariff proposing the charge will be one creat 
ing a discrimination against the shipper who has gone 
to the expense of providing a facility which otherwise 
the carrier would have had to furnish. A tariff promis- 
ing the delivery of a loaded car ‘at a reasonably con- 
venient point of interchange,” it would seem, would not 
be one that could stand. Practically all the testimony 
brought in in support of the Brandeis proposition is 
Wholly beside the issue as made in the Los Angeles 
decision. It goes to the question of how much it costs 
to deliver on so-called private sidings. Little seems to 
go to the question as to the cost of placing the car 
at a particular point in relation to a door or loading 
deck, or something of that kind, after placement on the 
Private track. Even if it did go to that point, it would 
not be sufficient, in the absence of a showing that no 
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such service is performed at a team or station track. 
To be sure, if the great mass of testimony is combed 
over with instruments of great delicacy, some testimony 
may be found on the point that will be the final 
issue. But what the memory of an ordinary human 
being retains with respect to it goes to the point of 
Showing the cost of carrying the car from the break-up 
yard to the place where it comes to rest, whether it 
be “spotted” or merely kicked in upon the siding. 


“So-Called” Private Siding."—Some objection has 
been made to the use of the qualification “so-called” 
before private siding. It is desirable, if not necessary, 
to use the qualification. Since the Supreme Court de- 
cided the Union Lime case it is a mockery to refer to 
a side-track constructed at the cost of a shipper upon 
his own land as private in any sense of the word. The 
Wisconsin commission ordered the Chicago & North- 
western to extend one of these “private” tracks from 
the plant of the lime company that built it to the plant 
of a competing lime company, and the Supreme Court 
sustained that order. That decision was so broad as to 
raise the question whether even the intraplant tracks of 
the greatest industrial concern in the country can accu- 
rately be called a private track. If there should appear 
to be any public interest to be served by ordering its 
extension, it seems to be within the power of a state 
to order such extension. That being so, can even the 
logging spurs, admitted by every man concerned to 
be no part of the common carrier tap line, be claimed 
as a “mere plant facility” if some man wishes to cut 
timber beyond the ends of one of these spurs, and 
thereby compete with the corporations that owns the 
logging spurs? Does it not seem as if the courts were 
on the point of holding that when a man puts down 
rails and ties and provides engines and cars to be run 
thereon his property becomes, ipso facto, a part of 
the “great national system of highways,” of which 
Franklin K. Lane was always so fond of talking in his 
decisions? 


Two Schools of ProgeSsives.—It is hard to get away 
from these decisions, but the impulse to remark that 
they indicate the existence of two schools of progress- 
ives is too strong to be resisted. There is the Lane 
school of progressives and the Brandeis school. The 
former believes in the federal government creating a 
great national system of iron highways by bearing down 
every obstacle. The other, by its tap line, spotting 
tariffs and “free” service proposals, suggests something 
entirely different. Every man is entitled to his opinion 
as to which would be better for the shipper, the Com- 
mission having been especially charged to see to it 
that the obstacles along the path of trade between the 
states be reduced to the smallest number possible. 
That there are abuses in connection with a forward 
step is a truism, but that can hardly be given even as 
an excuse for not taking it. “Eliminate the abuses, put 
owners of tap and industrial branches who take rebates 
behind bars, but don’t assume that because a man is 
able to make a profit on an investment in rails, ties 
and engines, used mostly in hauling freight produced 
by himself, that he is taking rebates,” ought to be re- 
garded as a wise plank in any platform, especially if it 
be remembered that a common carrier is not to be iden- 
tified by the amount of its business, but by the right of 
the public to demand service from him. A. E. H. 
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Decisions of Interstate Commerce Commission 
CALIFORNIA-COLORADO LUMBER RATES 


1. AND S. NO. 241 (30 I. C. C., 461-464) 
Submitted March 14, 1914. Decided May 5, 1914 

From the facts of record herein it appears that the respondents 

have justified the increase in rates in question. As the 


Southern Pacific rates have already become effective, no 

order will be made as to that carrier; but as the Santa Fe 

rates are still under suspension, an order of vacation will 
be issued. 

F. T. Westfall for various lumber companies. 

Henry- Riddiford for Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation of Los Angeles, Cal. 

C. W. Durbrow for Southern Pacific Co. 

P. P. Hastings for Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rail 
way Co. 

D. M. Swobe for McCloud River Railroad Co. 

Seth Mann for San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, 
intervener. 

Report of the Commission. 
HARLAN, Chairman: 

Certain tariffs increasing the rates on lumber from 
northern California to points south and east and restrict- 
ing the routing were suspended by the Commission in 
this proceeding. The purpose of one issue of tariffs was 
to close the El Paso and Deming gateways to lumber 
originating at points in California north of Santa Bar- 
bara and Mojave and destined to Colorado common points, 
and. to restrict the movement to the route by way of 
Ogden. It is contended by the protestants that the closing 
of those gateways was planned to pave the way for an 
increase in rates from the north to El Paso, which could 
not be brought about so long as the rates to Colorado 
were applicable by way of El Paso. This prediction was 
verified by subsequent events, as the Southern Pacific Co. 
soon published supplements to their tariff which quote 
higher rates on lumber from California to points in Ari- 
zona, Nevada, New Mexico and Texas north of El Paso; 
and these tariffs increase the charges to El Paso and 
adjacent territory from $8 to $10 per ton. 

The tariffs mentioned, being those of the Southern 
Pacific, have now become effective because of the ex- 
piration of the period covered by the suspension order. 
There are also suspended in this proceeding tariffs issued 
by the Santa Fe and Agent Gomph, which carry higher 
rates from California to El Paso and points east and 
north thereof, and those rates are still under suspension. 

The justification put forward by the Southern Pacific 
Co. for the increase in the rates from San Francisco to 
El Paso and other southern points is as follows: Prior 
to February, 1911, a rate of $10 per ton was in effect 
from points north of Santa Barbara and Mojave to sta- 
tions on the direct line of the Southern Pacific in New 
Mexico and Arizona and as far east as El Paso. In the 
latter part of 1910 and the early part of 1911 the Southern 
-acific Co. attempted to remove, as far as practicable, 








or 


all violations of the amended fourth section, and in mak 
ing a check of the tariffs for that purpose it was observed 


that, technically, a rate of $8 per ton from northern AT 
California to Colorado common points was applicable 

through the Deming gateway in connection with the Santa li 
Fe, or through the El Paso gateway in connection with 1¢ 
the Santa Fe or the El Paso & Southwestern. In order oi 
to avoid the fourth section violation the Southern Pacifi es 
Co. therefore reduced the rates to the intermediate points W 
to $8 per ton. When that rate to the Colorado destina nt 
tions was canceled by way of El Paso the fourth section pt 
difficulty was removed, and the former rate of $10 was u 
restored by the tariffs now under consideration. This rats e! 
applies both from Portland and San Francisco, resp li 
tively, 1,937 and 1,283 miles distant from El Paso. The S| 
rate from San Francisco is carried back in Arizona as n 
far as Vail, which is 990 miles from San Francisco and 

1,644 miles from Portland. To stations west of Vail the a 
$10 rate from San Francisco is graded, the rate to Es W 


mond, the first station west of Vail, being $9.60, and the 
rate to Yuma, $8.60. The $10 rate from Portland, how 
ever, applies to Yuma and stations east thereof, so that t] 
in this territory San Francisco has an advantage of fro! 
40 cents to $1.40. The rates from San Francisco to point 
of destination on the lines of the El Paso & Southwestern 
extending north to Dawson, N. M., including branch line: 


, 


J 


and to stations on the New Mexico Central and St. Louis , 
Rocky Mountains & Pacific, have been increased fron : 
$8 to $10. No through rates are published to these des é 
tinations from Portland through El Paso, and the con t 
bination of intermediate rates makes rates higher than 
those applicable there from San Francisco or the through ' 
rates from Portland applicable via Ogden. Under both ’ 
the former and the revised rates, therefore, San Fran 

cisco enjoys an advantage from Portland to these des 
tinations. 


The shippers contend that the rate of $10 per ton 
from San Francisco is too high for the reason that 
same rate is in effect from Portland to the same desti! 
tions, although Portland is 654 miles north of San Fr 
cisco. San Francisco still retains an advantage to soni 
stations under the increased rates, but to a large num 
of destinations, including El Paso, the rate from Portla 
is now the same. It is stated that shipments from P: 
land must cross the Siskiyou Mountains, involving 
operating expense that does not obtain on shipments fr 
San Francisco; and when both distance and operat 
conditions are considered it is contended that the ! 
from San Francisco should be less than from Portla! 
To this the respondent replies that it has now un 
consideration the question of increasing the rates [fr 
points in Oregon; and it insists that the higher ra 


from northern California are reasonable and those fr 
Portland too low, The protestants assert that but 0! 
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rd of the lumber sold in Arizona is from California, 
balance originating in Washington and Oregon, or 
eing of local production; and it is claimed that this 
ondition is due to the improper relation of the rates 
as between Washington and Oregon points and San Fran- 
cisco and the ports of Los Angeles and San Pedro. It 
asserted that if any change is made in the rates it 
should be a reduction in the rates from southern Cali- 
fornia, leaving San Francisco at a differential under 
Portland. 

There is much force in the contention of the pro- 
testants that the rates from San Francisco to the south 
should be maintained upon a somewhat lower basis than 
those from Portland. The distances are materially less 
and the operating conditions are more favorable, and for 
those reasons it would appear that an advantage should 
lie with San Francisco. Upon this record, however, we 
do not find that the rates provided in these tariffs from 
San Francisco are unreasonable. The Commission has 
established rates in other parts of this western territory 
which yield from 8 to 14 mills per ton per mile, and those 
now under consideration yield from 6 to 10 mills per ton 
per mile. It appears that the larger part of the lumber 
traffic does not move to the main-line points on the South- 
ern Pacific, but to the mining towns located on branch 
lines. Through rates are usually made to such points 
slightly lower than the combination of the local rates, and 
no inerease is contemplated in those rates at this time. 

The only objection advanced by the protestants 
against the closing of the Deming and El Paso gateways 
was the possible effect it might have in the matter of 
securing equipment because of the carriers’ return loading 
agreement, under which cars must be routed directly to 
the home line. This, however, does not constitute a 
sufficient ground for condemning the action of the South- 
ern Pacific Co. in restricting the movement of lumber 
originating north of Santa Barbara and Mojave to the 
route by way of Ogden. It appears from the evidence 
that the movement by way of the Ogden gateway is the 
natural route to Colorado common points, because the 
distance is materially less than through El Paso. Fur- 
thermore, the El Paso and Deming routes are not utilized 
by shippers over the Southern Pacific for traffic to Colo- 
rado destinations, and we can therefore see no valid 
reason for requiring their maintenance by that respondent. 

Upon all the facts of record we are of the opinion, 
and so conclude and find, that the respondents have 
justified the increase in the rates in question. As here- 
tofore stated, the Southern Pacific rates have already 
become effective, but the Santa Fe rates are still under 
suspension by reason of our order. As to those rates 
the order must therefore be vacated. 


An order in accordance herewith will be entered. 


ORDER. 


It is ordered, That the orders of the Commission here- 
tofore entered in this proceeding suspending the opera- 
tion of said schedules be, and they are hereby, vacated 
and set aside as of June 15, 1914. 

It is further ordered, That copies hereof be forthwith 
served upon F. W. Gomph, agent, and upon the carriers 
respondent herein, parties to said schedules, and that a 
copy hereof be filed with said schedules in the office of 
the Commission. 
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COTTON AND COTTON LINTERS’ RATES 





|. AND S. NO. 313 (30 I. C. C., 467-470) 
Submitted March 12, 1914. Decided May 11, 1914. 


The proposed withdrawal by respondents of concentration priv- 
ilege at Little Rock, Conway and Morrillton, Ark., on cotton 
from points on the Arkansas Central R. R. and the restric- 
tion in that respect of shippers to Fort Smith and Van 
Buren, Ark., found not to have been justified. 


Fred G. Wright for St. Louis, Iron Mountain & South- 
ern Railway Co. 
Wallace Townsend for protestants. 


Report of the Commission. 
McCHORD, Commissioner: 

This case involves rates on cotton and cotton linters 
from Paris, Scranton and other points in Arkansas to 
Little Rock, Morrillton and Conway, Ark., to be concen- 
trated and reshipped to interstate destinations. The 
points of origin herein are on the Arkansas Central Rail- 
road, which connects with the Fort Smith and Little Rock 
division of the St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern Rail- 
way. The distance from Scranton to Fort Smith is 60 
miles, and from Paris, 46 miles. Conway and Morrillton 
are 40 and 50 miles, respectively, west of Little Rock. 
The purpose of the suspended tariff, supplement No. 12 
to Missouri Pacific-St. Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern 
I. C. C. No. 2159, which publishes through rates from 
points of origin in Oklahoma, Arkansas, Louisiana and 
Missouri to interstate destinations generally, is to elimi- 
nate the concentration privilege at Morrillton, Conway 
and Little Rock and to restrict shippers to Fort Smith 
and Van Buren, Ark. 

Concentration was inaugurated at Little Rock and 
Morrillton from Arkansas Central points on Sept. 1, 1911, 
and at Conway on Oct. 5, 1912, partly as a result of 
higher prices paid by buyers at Little Rock than by 
buyers at Fort Smith, the consequence of which was that 
cotton could be profitably sold to Little Rock dealers, 
hauled to a point like Ozark, Ark., on the St. Louis, Iron 
Mountain & Southern or to Magazine and Booneville, on 
the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific, at a cost of 90 cents 
a bale, and shipped thence to Little Rock. The privilege 
of concentration was allowed at Little Rock, Conway and 
Morrillton at the instance of producers and dealers on 
the Arkansas Central, but the advantage was mutual, in- 
asmuch as it enabled the St. Louis, Iron Mountain & 
Southern to hold to its line a considerable volume of 
cotton which theretofore had moved over the Chicago, 
Rock Island & Pacific, estimated to have been 10,000 
bales during one season. The respondents state that the 
action was reluctantly taken on account of the added 
burden imposed on its facilities to care for this rush traffic 
at a time when other traffic moved in heavy volume. 
Subsequently, desiring to discontinue the long haul on 
uncompressed cotton to Little Rock, a conference was 
held in June, 1913, between respondents’ representative 
and cotton dealers, compress, banking and other interests 
at Fort Smith, and upon assurances from them that as 
to prices and other matters affecting the marketing of 
cotton there would be no cause for just complaint for 
the current season, action as heretofore stated was taken; 
whereupon protests were entered by producers, shippers 
and merchants along the line of the Arkansas Central 
Railroad and by the Merchants’ Freight Bureau, Chamber 
of Commerce and Board of Trade of Little Rock. 

A motive in the withdrawal of concentration at Little 
Rock was the desire for conservation of equipment, it 
being stated that at certain seasons of the year there is 
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such a heavy movement of cotton that it is impossible 
for the carriers to furnish adequate equipment to move 
it, entailing danger from fire to cotton stored on plat- 
forms and right-of-way and damage incident to exposure 
to the elements. The basis of the protest was that if 
the concentration privilege at Little Rock, Conway and 
Morrillton is denied to cotton originating on the Arkansas 
Central and shippers on that line are confined to the 
Fort Smith and Van Buren markets, it will subject them 
to inconvenience and delay on account of inadequate 
facilities and equipment, and confine them to the lower 
prices of a single market, because the two places are 
less than 5 miles apart and constitute practically one 
market, having the same buyers. 

The evidence shows that there is only one compress 
at Fort Smith and one at Van Buren. The active buyers, 
four or five in number, appear to be the same at both 
places with possibly one exception. It indicates that the 
storage and compress facilities are inadequate and that 
at the present time the combined capacities of the two 
compresses will not meet the demand. It appears that 
there have been instances when notices have been issued 
by railroad agents that for stated periods cotton could 
not be received for shipment to Fort Smith; that there 
have been occasions when cotton drafts of shippers have 
been refused because the banks would not advance money 
on account of blockades at the compress; and that there 
have been times when Fort Smith buyers were not in 
the market. It appears that prices in Fort Smith and 
Van Buren have ranged from one-eighth to one-half cent 
per 100 pounds lower than prices offered at the other 
three markets. Entirely different conditions prevail at 
Little Rock, which has four large compresses, ample stor- 
age as well as banking facilities, and is capable of taking 
care of all the cotton moving to it, thereby affording suffi- 
cient competition among buyers to insure a fair price to 
cotton shippers. In the Blytheville case, 26 I. C. C., 585 
[The Traffic World, May 3, 1913, p. 964], the Commission 
suspended respondent’s tariff proposing to establish rules 
requiring compression at Blytheville, Ark., of cotton 
grown in a certain district from which the commodity 
had been accustomed to move to Memphis for compres- 
sion. It was our conclusion that the territory which 
respondent’s suspended tariff proposed to make tributary 
to Blytheville only, should be open via respondent’s lines 
to both Memphis and Blytheville. It is said that the prin- 
ciple announced in that case, if carried to its logical 
conclusion, will permit a shipper to concentrate at what- 
ever point he chooses en route to destination, thereby 
imposing a great burden on the carriers by depriving 
them of their equipment in rush seasons. Also, upon 
the theory that the Blytheville case hinged upon the fact 
that the owners of the compress were large cotton ship- 
pers as well and would be enabled to discriminate 
against other shippers, its inapplicability to the present 
investigation is urged. The circumstances controlling the 
Blytheville case were varied, but we deem it sufficient 
to say that one of the principal considerations underlying 
our findings was market inadequacy, and one of the chief 
purposes of the opinion was the denial of concentration 
restriction which defeated that end. In discussing the 
propriety of a policy enforcing compression at a point in 
proximity to the place of origin and its effect to the car- 
rier from an economical standpoint and as regards service 
to shippers, we said, at page 588: 


The application of this rule is, however, dependent upon 
capacity of the press and other considerations. It has not been, 
and cannot be so rigid as to ignore the practical features of the 
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situation by requiring compression at a compress where t}! 
facilities are not sufficient for all the cotton grown in t 
tributary districts, or the capacity or management of which 
so inefficient as to result in congestion or in improper service 


Reiterating in substance what we have heretofor 
held, it is manifestly economical from a transportation 
standpoint to have compression as near the origin of 
shipment as possible; but in determining the propriet; 
of the practice the railroad may not deal with it irre- 
spective of its effect upon the transportation of cotto 

The respondents ask that they be afforded an oppor- 
tunity to demonstrate the practicability of the provisions 
of the suspended tariff, or in the alternative that they be 
allowed 8 cents per 100 pounds in addition to the through 
rate from point of origin of the shipment to final des 
tination, as extra compensation for the flat haul over that 
necessary to reach the first compress point. As com 
pression and sale of cotton are usually coincident and 
the practical effect is the withdrawal of the cotton from 
the market, it is apparent that under the suspended tariffs 
the Arkansas Central shippers will be limited to the one 
market at Fort Smith and Van Buren. No testimony was 
offered by Fort Smith representatives, but it seems that 
their assurances that satisfactory conditions would in 
future prevail at that market included no admission that 
there had been cause for just complaint in the past. 

We are of the opinion that the evidence before us 
will not warrant a finding that respondents should re 
ceive the extra compensation asked for the flat haul be 
yond the first compress point. We further find that justi- 
fication has not been shown for the withdrawal of the 
concentration privilege at Little Rock, Conway and Mor 
rillton and that the schedules in question should be 
canceled. An order will be issued accordingly. 





ORDER. 


It is ordered, That the carriers respondent herein and 
designated in said tariff be, and they are hereby, notified 
and required to cancel on or before July 15, 1914, the 
rates, charges, regulations and practices stated in the 
schedules specified in said order of suspension. 

It is further ordered, That said carriers shall con 
tinue in force and for a period of not less than two years 
from said July 15, 1914, maintain and apply to the trans 
portation of cotton and cotton linters from points in 
Arkansas to Little Rock, Morrillton and Conway, Ark., 
rates not in excess of those applicable to such traffic in 
effect on Sept. 27, 1913. 

It is further ordered, That said carriers shall con- 
tinue in force and for a period of two years from said 
July 15, 1914, maintain and apply concentration rules at 
Little Rock, Morrillton and Conway, Ark., similar to rules 
in effect at said stations on Sept. 27, 1913. 


SOLE LEATHER AND RAW LEATHER 


CASE NO. 6060 (30 I. C. C., 477-478) 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, FREIGHT BUREAU, MA- 
CON, GA., VS. CINCINNATI, NEW ORLEANS & 
TEXAS PACIFIC RAILWAY CO. ET AL. 


Submitted Jan. 5, 1914. Decided May 11, 1914. 


The existence of lower carload rates on shoe sole leather than 
on raw leather suitable for use in the manufacture of har- 
ness, bridles and horse collars to Macon, Ga., from the Ohio 
and Mississippi River crossings and the gulf ports not 
found to result in undue prejudice and disadvantage to the 
shippers of the latter. 


B. Gillham for complainant. 
R. Walton Moore and M. P. Callaway for Cincinnati, 











une 13, 1914 


Vew Orleans & Texas Pacific Railway Co.; [Illinois Cen- 
al Railroad Co., and others. 


Report of the Commission. 


CLEMENTS, Commissioner: 

This complaint alleges that the carload rates on raw 
eather other than shoe sole leather to Macon, Ga., from 
the Ohio and Mississippi River crossings and the Gulf 
orts are unjustly discriminatory as compared with rates 
vetween the same points on shoe sole leather. There 
s a factory at Macon which manufactures harness, horse 
collars and other articles, in the production of which no 
shoe sole leather is used. 

Prior to 1906 there were no commodity rates on raw 
leather of any description from the points of origin named 
to any point in Georgia, the rates being fourth class on 
carloads and second class on less than carloads. Cin- 
cinnati, O., one of the Ohio River crossings, may be taken 
as a representative point of origin. From Cincinnati the 
fourth class rates are 63 cents to Atlanta and 65 cents 
to Macon; the second class rates, 87 and 90 cents per 
100 pounds, respectively. It was desired, however, to 
establish a shoe factory at Atlanta and the respondents 
state that upon representations to them as to the neces- 
sity for lower rates to meet competition with factories 
located at St. Louis, Mo., and other points in the West 
and at Lynchburg, Va., and other points in the East, 
commodity rates on raw leather were published to At- 
lanta, those from Cincinnati being 52 cents, carloads, 
and 63 cents less than carloads. Upon complaint of unjust 
discrimination against Macon and in favor of Atlanta the 
Commission held that rates on leather to the former 
should not exceed those to the latter by amounts greater 
than the differences existing in the class rates applicable 
to that commodity in the absence of commodity rates. 
Chamber of Commerce, Macon, vs. C., N. O. & T. P. Ry. 
Co., 27 I. C. C., 263 [The Traffic World, June 28, 1913, 
p. 1390]. Prior to this decision the carriers had limited 
the application of the carload commodity rates to Atlanta 
to shoe sole leather and subsequently they established 
commodity rates to Macon higher than the Atlanta rates 
by 2 cents, carloads, and 3 cents, less than carloads; 
therefore, while shoe sole leather now moves in less than 
carloads to either point at the same rates as leather 
used in the manufacture of harness, there is a difference 
of 11 cents per 100 pounds in the carload rates in favor 
of the former commodity. 

Leather suitable for use in the manufacture of harness 
and kindred articles moves to all other points in this 
section at the class rates. Shoes are not manufactured 
at any point in the Southeast except Atlanta. The con- 
tention of the defendants is, in effect, that a satisfaction 
of the complaint by a reduction in the rates complained 
of to Macon would result in numerous complaints from 
other points throughout the South, harness being made 
to some extent, it is claimed, at many points. The de- 
fendants further point to the fact that neither the com- 
modities involved nor the articles into which they are 
manufactured are competitive and that shoe sole and 
other raw leathers are not used interchangeably. 

The complainant, on the other hand, contends that 
the leather used by the manufacturer of harness and shoe 
sole leather are of practically the same value; that they 
take the same ratings in the three principal classifica- 
tions of the country; that the one loads as heavily as 
the other, and that the conditions of transportation are 
not substantially different. There is no question raised, 
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however, as to the classification of the kinds of leather 
used at Macon or as to the inherent reasonableness of 
the rates applicable thereto; the lower rates are sought 
solely on the ground that they are now in effect on shoe 
sole leather. 

Upon consideration of the facts of record we are 
unable to find that the rates complained of result in 
undue prejudice or disadvantage to the manufacturer of 
harness and kindred articles. It follows that the com- 
plaint must be dismissed, and it will be so ordered. 





ORDER. 
It is ordered, That the complaint in this proceeding 
be, and it is hereby, dismissed. 


RATES ON RICE 


CASE NO. 5475 (30 I. C. C., 471-476) 
MEMPHIS FREIGHT BUREAU, FOR MEMPHIS RICE 
MILL, VS. ILLINOIS CENTRAL RAILROAD CO. 
ET AL, 
Submitted April 13, 1914. Decided May 11, 1914. 


From Memphis, Tenn., to the Ohio River and beyond the only 
rates in effect on rice are the class rates, while from mill- 
ing points in Louisiana, Texas and Arkansas commodity 
rates are in effect, all of these rates being lower than those 
applicable to intermediate points. The carriers are willing 
to establish from Memphis to the crossings and points be- 
yond, rates on clean rice lower by 5c and on brewers’ rice 
by from lic to 8c per 100 pounds than the current rates 
from New Orleans, La., but ask authority to do so without 
regard to increase of discrimination against intermediate 
points. Upon prayer for the establishment of such differ- 
entials in favor of Memphis of 9c on clean and 5c on brew- 
ers’ rice; Held: That the existing rates subject Memphis to 
undue prejudice and disadvantage and that the relationship 
proposed by the carriers will result in the elimination 
thereof, but authority not granted to increase discrimina- 
tion against intermediate points, the carriers being expected 
either to make reductions thereto or to publish the rates 
proposed by them subject to Rule 77 of Tariff Circular 18A. 


James S. Davant for complainant. 

John A. Smith for New Orleans Board of Trade, in- 
tervener. 

W. M. Taylor for Chamber of Commerce of Pine Bluff, 
Ark., intervener. 

N. W. Proctor for Louisville & Nashville Railroad Co. 

Thomas Bond for St. Louis & San Francisco Railroad 
Co. 

Fred G. Wright for St. Louis, Iron Mountain & South- 
ern Railway Co. 

S. James for Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway 
Co. 

R. Walton Moore and Charles D. Drayton for Illinois 
Central Railroad Co. 


Report of the Commission. 


CLEMENTS, Commissioner: 

The corporation in whose behalf complaint is brought, 
and which will be referred to hereafter as the complain- 
ant, operates a plant at Memphis, Tenn., for the storing 
and milling of rice. It is alleged in the complaint that 
the rates on rice from Memphis to points on and north 
of the Ohio River are unreasonable in themselves and 
unjustly discriminatory as compared with rates from other 
milling points. The prayer is for the establishment of 
rates from Memphis lower than those from New Orleans, 
La., by 9 and 5 cents per 100 pounds on clean and brewers’ 
rice, respectively, and for reparation on past shipments. 

While the issues both of umreasonableness and un- 
just discrimination are raised, it appears that complain- 
ant is mainly interested in the relationship of rates be- 
tween Memphis and the other milling points. As will 
be explained hereinafter, the establishment of the rates 
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asked by it, or even those proposed by the carriers, would 
increase discrimination against intermediate points unless 
corresponding reductions were made thereto. Both the 
complainant and the defendants ask for decision without 
reference to the fourth section questions involved, leaving 
them to be determined upon the carriers’ general appli- 
cations for permanent relief. 

The New Orleans Board of Trade, the Chamber of 
Commerce of Pine Bluff, Ark., and the Louisiana State 
Rice Milling Co. intervened in behalf of defendants. The 
last-named owns thirty mills, four of which are in New 
Orleans and the others at points in the rice-producing 
sections of Louisiana. There is no rice mill at Pine Bluff, 
although the construction of one is contemplated. There 
are, however, mills at De Witt, Stuttgart, Weimer, Car- 
lisle, Lonoke and Wheatley, in the rice-producing section 
of eastern Arkansas, and it was in their behalf that the 
Chamber of Commerce of Pine Bluff intervened. 

Brewers’ rice, which constitutes about 6 per cent 
of complainant’s output, is stated to be the germ of the 
rice and, as its name indicates, is used in brewing. Its 
value at the time of hearing was said to be about 1% 
cents per pound; that of clean rice from 2% to 6 cents 
per pound. The complainant states that it takes 162 
pounds of rough rice to produce 100 pounds of clean rice. 

New Orleans was the first rice-milling point in this 
section and is now the largest market and milling point 
for that staple, quotations there governing prices through- 
out the country. Rates from New Orleans to Cincinnati, 
O., Louisville, Ky., and the other Ohio River crossings 
and to St. Louis, Mo., were made to meet the competition 
of water carriers, and higher rates were originally, and 
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still are, carried to intermediate points on the rail routes. 
With the development of the industry in Louisiana, Texas 
and Arkansas, that in the last-named state being the most 
recent, mills were located at points contiguous to the 
rice fields and rates therefrom were made with relation 
to New Orleans; consequently the rates from all of these 
milling points are lower to the crossings than to inter- 
mediate points, to which no commodity rates are pub- 
lished. No rice was milled at Memphis prior to the 
establishment of complainant’s mill in October, 1911, and 
the only rates in effect therefrom are the sixth class rates 
on clean and the class D rates on brewers’ rice, which 
are lower to the crossings than to intermediate points. 

Prior to the construction of its mill complainant took 
up with defendant Illinois Central Railroad Co. the ques- 
tion of the rate adjustment, and that carrier agreed to 
establish rates on clean rice from Memphis to the Ohio 
River crossings, St. Louis and Chicago, lower than those 
in effect from New Orleans by 9 cents per 100 pounds. 
It was found, however, that there was serious opposition 
to so great a differential, not only from the rice-milling 
interests in the producing states, but from the carriers 
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serving them. After conferences and agreements app! 
cations for authority to establish rates from Memphis ¢ 
the crossings and points north thereof lower by 5 cent 
on clean and by from 1 to 3 cents per 100 pounds o 
brewers’ rice than the current New Orleans rates wer 
presented to the Commission and were denied, no shovy 
ing being made of circumstances: justifying any increas; 
of discrimination against intermediate points. The con 
plainant agreed to those rates, it states, as a compromis: 
but now that formal procedure has become necessary 
it asks for the rates to which it thinks its geographic: 
location entitles it. 

The interveners and the defendants concede that 
Memphis should have lower rates than New Orleans, but 
contend that the differentials asked are too great and 
would disrupt an adjustment which has been established 
after much controversy and competition, and which, it 
appears, is substantially satisfactory to all the milling 
interests except those at Memphis. The New Orleans 
Board of Trade contends that the differentials in favo: 
of Memphis should not be more on either clean or brew 
ers’ rice than 2 cents on carloads and 5 cents on less 
than carloads, and certainly not greater than those pro 
posed by the defendants. 

The existing rates from Memphis, which are any quan 
tity, and the carload commodity rates proposed by dé 
fendant from Memphis and those in effect from Nev 
Orleans and Crowley, La., Houston, Tex., and Stuttgart, 
Ark., together with the distances to the Ohio River 
crossings, St. Louis and Chicago, are shown below—rates 
in cents per 100 pounds; carload minima 30,000 pounds 
on clean and 40,000 pounds on Lrewers’ rice. 


Crowley Houston Stuttgart. 

2 L ti a 
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5 606 27 20 765 27 20 278 18 17 
23 748 34 30 854 34 30 420 29 27 
16% 924 37 26% 1077 37 26% 596 32 23% 
15 814 34 32 990 34 be 186 29 «429 
15 705 29 20 796 29 20 873 «623 =«Cs«di17 

; IS8 5 8 1,088 6 28 636 30 25 


The rates proposed by the defendants on brewers 
rice from Memphis, it will be noted, are less than th 
current rates from New Orleans by 1 cent to Cincinnati 
Louisville and St. Louis, and by 3 cents to Cairo and 
Chicago. 

Statements submitted by the New Orleans Board of 
Trade covering the period Aug. 1, 1913, to Feb. 25, 1914 
show that nearly two-thirds of the rough rice milled at 
New Orleans came from Louisiana and that less thar 
one-third of this came by water. Less than one-quarter 
of the New Orleans receipts came from Arkansas, from 
which the rate is 20 cents. The average rates paid fron 
Louisiana points to New Orleans were 13 cents by boat 
and 11.3 cents by rail; the average rate on all rough 
rice received at New Orleans during the period stated 
was 13.8 cents. Memphis receives the greater portion of 
its supply from eastern Arkansas, the average rate paid 
during the season 1912-13 being 12.8 cents per 100 ponuds 
The Arkansas mills are located near the source of the 
rice and over half of their supply is brought in by wagon 
Statements submitted show the average freight rates to 
be 5.4 cents to Carlisle, 3.57 cents to Stuttgart, and 3.35 
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nts per 100 pounds to De Witt. The rates from the 
.rkansas points of production to Memphis are somewhat 
gher than the- Arkansas mileage scale. The rate on 
ean rice from New Orleans to Memphis is 10 cents per 
) pounds. 

There was considerable testimony as to these inbound 
complainant attempting to justify the amount of 
ie differentials asked by showing that the aggregate 
ost of transportation from the rice fields to Memphis 
ind thence to the territory of destination referred to is 
reater than similar combinations on New Orleans or 
other milling points. This aggregate cost of transporta- 
tion is figured by adding the rate on 162 pounds of rough 
rice to the milling point and the outbound rate on 100 
pounds of clean rice. 


ites, 


There was also testimony as to reconsigning and mill- 
ing-in-transit privileges enjoyed by the New Orleans and 
other Louisiana mills, but it was not definitely indicated 
of record the extent to which such privileges are used 
or the value thereof to the millers. There are charges 
in connection with the milling privilege of 2 cents per 
100 pounds on the outbound tonnage of clean rice and in 
connection with the reconsigning privilege on rough rice 
of 1 cent per 100 pounds. 

Memphis is 396 north of New Orleans and 
complainant’s request for the differentials stated under 
New Orleans is based mainly on the substantial difference 
in distance to the Ohio River crossings from the two 
points and the fact, which is admitted by defendants, 
that water competition is at least as effective at the one 
as at the other. The issue of discrimination, however, 
cannot be considered with reference alone to the relative 
distances from those two points, but weight must be 
given to all of the circumstances surrounding the trans- 
portation of rice from this general section, the relation- 
ship of rates from the various milling and the 
probable effect thereon of substantial reductions from 
Memphis. The present adjustment, which as stated it 
is claimed would be completely disrupted if the reductions 
by complainant made, is the result of com- 
petition between carriers and markets and appears not 
to have been governed to any considerable extent by the 
relative distances to the points of consumption. 


miles 


points, 


were 


asked 


The rates on clean rice to the Ohio River crossings 


and to points generally in Central Freight Association 
Territory are less from New Orleans by 10 cents per 
100 pounds and from the Arkansas mills by 5 cents per 


100 pounds than from Louisiana milling points other than 
New Orleans, and the reductions asked by complainant 
would therefore make Memphis lower than the Louisiana 
and Arkansas mills by 19 and 14 cents, respectively. The 
rates from the Arkansas mills to Chicago are the same 
as, and to St. Louis 1 cent lower than, those from New 
Orleans. To both of these latter points the rates from 
the other Louisiana mills are made 5 cents higher than 
the rates from New Orleans. Under the readjustment 


proposed by the defendants, Memphis would have rates 
on clean rice lower than the Arkansas mills by 10 cents 
to the Ohio River crossings and to points in Central 


Freight Association territory, by 5 cents to Chicago, and 
by 4 cents to St. Louis. The minimum difference between 
the proposed rates on brewers’ rice from Memphis and 
the current rates from the Arkansas mills is 3 cents per 
100 pounds, the former being lower than the latter. 


The following are comparisons of the rates, in cents 
per 100 pounds, proposed by the defendants and the pres- 
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ent rates to the highest intermediate points, the distances 
and the ton-mile earnings: 


Clean rice. Brewers’ rice 


Mills per Mills per 

From Memphis to— Miles. Rate. ton-mile. Rate. ton-mile. 
Re? +60 6 dd Ubewe shane ss 169 $0.17 20 $0.12 14.2 
Se Ga D. bas natlee comune 3u5 .19 12.1 14 9.1 
I Mes 6 4c ak wmiarh so Pa 120 -20 41.6 .20 33.3 
Ee 311 19 12.2 .l4 9.0 
Ey Gc! 5 ves wi wee 236 .38 32.2 2a 18.6 
A .19 10 .14 7.4 
Vine Grove, Ky. ....... 354 .39 22 one pe tae 
COMOI CRO Bas, <0 ss abs 0 307 ee si 21 13.7 


Upon consideration of the facts of record we are oi 
opinion that the present adjustment of rates on rice to 
the Ohio River and points beyond subjects Memphis and 
the shippers of rice therefrom to undue prejudice and 
disadvantage, and that the rates from that point to the 
territory of destination referred to should be lower than 
the rates from New Orleans by not less than the amounts 
proposed by the defendants in their fourth section ap- 
plications. In view, however, of the great disparity be- 
tween the rates proposed by the carriers and the present 
rates to the intermediate points, authority will not be 
granted to establish the former without regard to the 
increase of discrimination, but the defendants will be 
expected either to make such reductions to the inter- 
mediate points as may be necessary to prevent any 
increase in the existing discrimination, or to publish the 
proposed rates subject to rule 77 of Tariff Circular 18-A. 
No order will be made at this time, but the carriers will 
be expected to readjust their rates within thirty days 
after the service of this report, upon not less than five 
days’ notice to the Commission and to the public. The 
case will be held open for this purpose. 

There was no testimony as to the extent to which 
less-than-carload rates would be used, and upon this 
record we will not prescribe the amount thereof or pass 
upon the question of relationship between New Orleans 
and Memphis in such rates. 

We are not of opinion, upon the facts of record, that 
reparation should be awarded. 


ARKANSAS PASSENGER FARES 


CASE NO. 6220 (30 I. C. C., 488-491) 

RAILROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF ARKAN- 
SAS VS. MISSOURI & NORTH ARKANSAS RAIL- 
ROAD CO. ET AL. 


Submitted April 28, 1914. 1914. 


1. That interstate passenger fares are higher on one road than 
fares charged by other carriers in the same general terri- 
tory and higher than intrastate fares fixed under authority 
of state laws and not voluntarily accepted by the carrier 
are not sufficient facts to justify an order reducing such 
fares when the carrier making such charge is operating 
through a mountainous and sparsely settled country and is 
earning less than its taxes and cost of operation. 

is not proof of extravagance that such carrier, operating 
through such territory and having a roadbed upon which 
there are sharp curves and steep grades, has a higher 
operating expense than another carrier in the same general 
territory having no such transportation difficulties. 

3. A passenger fare of 6%c a mile for that part of a railroad 
12.37 miles long which runs through a mountainous and 
thinly populated country, the total earnings of the whoie 
road being insufficient to pay operating expenses and taxes, 
is not, under all the circumstances shown here, unreason- 
ably high. 

4. That the aggregate of intermediate fares prescribed by state 
authority and not voluntarily accepted or used in making 
the interstate fare, is less than the through interstate fare 
shows no violation of the act to regulate commerce. 


Decided May 28, 


2. 


F. O. Butt for complainant. 
W. B. Smith for defendants. 


Report of the Commission. 


CLEMENTS, Commissioner: 


In 1884 the lWureka Springs Railway Co. began the 
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operation of a railroad 18% miles long, extending from 
Seligman, in the state of Missouri, to Eureka Springs, in 
the state of Arkansas. The interstate passenger fare on 
that road was, in February, 1897, 10 cents a mile, though 
the intrastate fares were by law then in force limited 
to 5 cents in the state of Arkansas and 4 cents in the 
state of Missouri. In Board of Railroad and Warehouse 
Commissioners of Missouri vs. E. S. Ry. Co., 7 I. C. C., 69, 
this interstate fare was, in February, 1897, held to be 
unreasonable and unlawful in so far as it exceeded 6% 
cents a mile. 

At that time the Eureka Springs Railway Co. was 
earning net balances from both its passenger and freight 
business and was meeting its interest on its bonded in- 
debtedness. 

Subsequently the St. Louis & North Arkansas Rail- 
road Co. was organized and purchased the road of the 
Eureka Springs Railway Co., thereafter extending such 
road southeast to Leslie, Ark. In the case of Railroad 
Commission of Arkansas vs. St. L. & N. A. R. R. Co.,, 
12 I. C. C., 233, complaint was made, as here, of the 
charge of 80 cents from Seligman, Mo., to Beaver, Ark., 
a distance of 12.37 miles, the rate from Beaver to Eureka 
Springs being then, as now, 3 cents a mile. Pending the 
decision of that case, the defendant therein defaulted in 
the payment of interest on its bonds, and, under fore- 
closure, the road was sold to the present defendant, which 
was organized Aug. 4, 1906. 

The line of defendant now extends from Joplin, Mo., 
to Helena, Ark., a distance of 365 miles, the extension 
having been completed in 1908. The volume of defendant’s 
business is increasing, but a part of its road is over a 
rough and mountainous country, where the grades are 
steep and the curves sharp, and as the original construc- 
tion was such that frequent replacement and repairs are 
necessary, the cost of operation is high and leaves no net 
earnings. We insert tables showing for the years since 
the present mileage has been operated: 

COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF EARNINGS AND 


EXPENSES. 
Expenses— 
Average Total per cent of 
mileage gross Total Net gross 
Year. operated. earn’gs. expenses. earn’gs. earng’s. 
1909-10 ....... 365.24 $826,710.77 $745,770.99 $80,939.78 90.21 
SEE 506 sane 365.24 884,729.25 806,799.83 77,929.42 91.19 
SORROES, 00 000 4 365.24 956,454.99 945,814.88 10,640.11 98.89 
D's oo aan 365.24 1,236,144.75 1,200,129.07 36,015.68 97.09 


COMPARATIVE STATEMENT OF PASSENGER BUSINESS. 


Total 
Revenue Nonrevenue number Passenger 
Year, passengers. passengers. passengers. revenue. 
SS eee 320,339 21,618 341,957 $251,670.52 
BOO LE 000 cncwse vs 308,277 25,457 333,734 291,672.33 
ROERRHES ccc csccceve 346,272 27,027 373,299 315,895.35 
DEE. gkexuscoanse 447,561 37,744 485,305 369,528.32 


This complaint is brought by the railroad commission 
of the state of Arkansas, and it is alleged that the pas- 
senger fare of 80 cents between Seligman, Mo., and Beaver, 
Ark., is unreasonable and unduly discriminatory, and the 
prayer is that such fare “not to exceed 3 cents per mile 
or such other lower rate as the Commission may deem 
reasonable and just” be prescribed. 

Evidence was submitted showing that the intrastate 
passenger fare in Missouri and Arkansas, established by 
or under authority of the laws of those states, is 2 cents 
a mile and as to that portion of the defendant’s road 
other than between Seligman and Beaver, the interstate 
fare is 3 cents a mile. Comparisons are made between 
the St. Louis & Southwestern Railroad Co. and the de- 
fendant, from which it appears that on the St. Louis & 
Southwestern the average daily compensation paid engine- 
men is $4.60; all other laborers, $1.75, and that the aver- 
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age daily expense of all employes assigned to trans 
portation is $2.61. These expenses of the defendant are— 
enginemen, $4.62; all other laborers, $2.90; and trans 
portation, $2.70. The defendant explains this slightly 
higher expense by showing that the conditions existing 
on its line are different from those existing on the lin 
of the St. Louis & Southwestern. The charge that is 
here complained of is over that portion of defendant’s 
road where there are the steep grades and sharp curves 
hereinbefore mentioned, and while the grades and curves 
from Beaver to Leslie, Ark., are steep and sharp, they 
are less so than between Seligman and Beaver, and present 
less transportation difficulties than those existing where 
the higher charge is maintained. Defendant is contesting 
the intrastate fares, those in Arkansas having been en 
joined by the courts and at the time of this hearing the 
injunction order was in force pending an appeal to the 
Circuit Court of Appeals. Since the hearing the Circuit 
Court of Appeals has affirmed the judgment of the lower 
court. The defendant having defaulted in the payment 
of interest on its bonds, a foreclosure suit was led and 
receivers appointed, the defendant railroad now being 
operated by such receivers. The business of defendant 
for the fiscal year 1913 shows a deficit of $93,147.15, ex 
cluding interest paid on receivers’ certificates and dis 
count paid on the sale thereof. During the corporate life 
of the defendant the total deficit is $468,530.73. 

The situation of the defendant is such that it has 
very little through passenger traffic, it heaviest travel 
being to Eureka Springs, which is a summer resort to 
which during the season excursions are advertised and 
excursion rates given. 

As illustrating the passenger traffic handled over that 
portion of the defendant’s lines where the high charge is 
made, a witness for the defendant offered the following 
statement: 


PASSENGER TRAFFIC HANDLED OVER THAT PORTION 
OF THE ROAD BETWEEN SELIGMAN, MO., AND BEA- 
VER, ARK., FOR THE YEAR ENDED JUNE 30, 1913. 


Number of passengers handled ...........0ecscsccccess 61,272 
Pee ONO MND MUTEG. 6 o'5 ssc ccccccaccncceccacee 3,667,696 
Average distance carried, miles ...........ccccccccecees 60 
Revenue derived from these passengers............... $118,537.50 
Average receipts from each passenger................. $1.93 
Average receipts per passenger per mile............. $0.0323 
Distance between Seligman and Beaver, miles........ 12.37 
Tariff fare between Seligman and Beaver............. $0.80 
Computed passenger revenues derived from that por- 

tion of the line between Seligman and Beaver on 

basis of existing fare of 80 cents equals 35.87 per 

Ge Be BN be cack «apes de bodenavcnsicecdbavadacaee $42,519.40 
Estimated loss if reduced to 3 cents per mile, or 39 

COME GQUEE SLES HOF COME, OF i ..c. cc cscvccvatdedects $21,791.19 


One of the contentions of the complainant is that if 
it be admitted that a higher fare than 3 cents should 
be charged by the defendant that the fare should be 
distributed over a greater portion of its line and not 
limited to that part from Seligman to Beaver. Defend- 
ant’s answer to this contention is that its most expensive 
line is that over which the higher charge is exacted. 
The table hereinbefore copied shows that those who pay 
this higher charge travel an average distance of 60 miles, 
and it is apparent from the evidence that there is little 
travel between Seligman and Beaver. The larger portion 
of the travel over this line moves to Eureka Springs, 
most of which comes from points beyond Seligman; so 
most of the revenue received from this alleged excess 
charge is distributed over a greater distance than the 
12.37 miles. Travel moving from the south and southeast 
to Eureka Springs is not affected by this charge. One 
witness estimated that 50 to 60 per cent of the visitors 
to Eureka Springs came from the south and southeast 
and therefore paid only 3 cents a mile on interstate 
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vravel. Defendant advertises Eureka Springs and the 

sitors thereto usually travel on excursion rates. It is 
rged by complainant that the reduction of fare would 

sult in an increase of revenue. Should it be admitted 
that a reduction in a rate ordinarily means an increase 
of travel, in view of the peculiar circumstances and loca- 
tion of Eureka Springs, of the character of the travel 
thereto and therefrom, it is not probable that the reduc- 
tion prayed for here would materially increase the total 
passenger travel. Witnesses for the complainant dis- 
claimed any knowledge of any traveler who was prevented 
from visiting Eureka Springs because of the present rates, 
and one of the members of complainant commission in his 
testimony said: 

The fact is, probably, a majority of the people do not know 
ibout this charge being made. 

While these fares seem high and in excess of the aver- 
age passenger iares, there are difficulties, already herein 
stated, which make transportation more costly. The con- 
struction of the road has caused the development of the 
country through which it runs, and the interest of the 
territory requires that the road be operated, receiving 
sufficient returns to enable it to meet fully its obligations 
to the people whom it serves. 

The facts relating to transportation conditions and 
difficulties, in view of the deficit in the revenues of the 
defendant, justify, in our opinion, a continuation of ex- 
isting fares. At least there is no sufficient evidence to 
authorize an order reducing the fares complained of. 

The complaint will be dismissed. , 


ORDER. 
It is ordered, That the complaint in this proceeding 
be, and it is hereby, dismissed. 


COAL RATES REASONABLE 


CASE NO. 5702 (30 I. C. C., 492-494) 
AMERICAN COAL & SUPPLY CO. VS. CHICAGO & 
NORTHWESTERN RAILWAY CO. ET AL. 
Submitted Oct. 29, 1913. Decided May 11, 1914. 


Defendants’ through charges for the transportation of soft coal 
from Indiana mines to Terra Cotta, Ill., via Chicago, found 
on the facts of record not unreasonable. Complaint dis- 
missed, 


I. W. Preetorius for complainant. 

-. H. Widdicombe for Chicago & Northwestern Rail- 
way Co, 

Report of the Commission. 
HARLAN, Chairman: 

The complainant company is engaged in the business 
of selling soft coal, which it secures in part from mines 
at Terre Haute, Hymera and Fontanet, in the state of 
Indiana. Among its customers is the American Terra 
Cotta & Ceramic Co., operating at Terra Cotta, in the 
state of Illinois, to which the complainant ships approxi- 
mately 80 tons of coal a day from Terre Haute and the 
mines in that vicinity. The proceeding before us attacks 
the reasonableness of the through charges assessed on 
this traffic and is directed specifically against the portion 
of the charges applying west of Chicago. 

The proportional rate on soft coal from Terre Haute 
and Hymera to Chicago is 67 cents per ton, and the dis- 
tances are 178 and 204 miles, respectively. The pro- 
portional rate from Fontanet to Chicago is 77 cents per 
ton and the distance-is 189 miles. There are no joint 
through rates in effect from those points to Terra Cotta 
and the charges are based upon these proportional rates 
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plus the Chicago & Northwestern’s local rate of 75 cents 
per ton from Chicago to destination, making through 
charges $1.42 and $1.52 per ton. The complainant alleges 
that the rate of 75 cents for the haul from Chicago to 
Terra Cotta, a distance of 46 miles, is unjust and un- 
reasonable to the extent that it exceeds 60 cents per ton, 
and asks for reparation in the amount of $523.05. 

Terra Cotta is located upon the Lake Geneva branch 
of the Chicago & Northwestern Railway, extending from 
a connection with the main line at Crystal Lake, in Illinois, 
to Williams Bay, in the state of Wisconsin. The density 
of traffic over this line is said to be about one-eighth of 
that over the main lines in Wisconsin and Illinois, and 
the delivery of coal to the American Terra Cotta & 
Ceramic Co. also involves not only a branch-line service 
but a switch movement of approximately one mile from 
the station to the plant. 

The evidence shows that the 75-cent rate complained 
of is 1 cent less than would be required under the scale 
fixed by the Illinois Railroad and Warehouse Commission 
after an investigation conducted by it for the purpose 
of establishing reasonable rates in Illinois. It also shows 
that the rates from the coal fields to all points on the 
line of the Chicago & Northwestern in Illinois, not affected 
by across-the-lake competition or the competition of direct 
lines, are made in the same way; that is, upon the com- 
bination of proportional rates to Chicago plus the local 
rates to destination, the latter based on or approximating 
the Illinois distance scale. The defendant contends, there- 
fore, that although the movement from Chicago to Terra 
Cotta is unusually expensive, the rate assessed for the 
service is no different from that assessed for the less 
expensive service involved in movements between main- 
line points, as, for example, from Chicago to Woodstock. 
Woodstock is a manufacturing point 51 miles from Chi- 
cago on the main line to St. Paul, and the rate from Chicago 
is 78 cents per ton, the Illinois distance fate for that 
mileage, 

Some reference was made at the hearing to the fact 
that the Chicago & Northwestern maintains a rate of 60 
cent per ton from Ladd, a station in the Illinois coal 
fields, to Terra Cotta, the distance being about 107 miles, 
It is explained by the carrier, however, that that rate 
applies between points grouped both as to origin and 
destination, and is made to meet the competition of direct 
lines extending between Chicago and points in the north- 
ern Illinois coal district. Reference was also made to the 
60-cent rate on coal from Chicago to Milwaukee for a 
distance of 85 miles, but that rate, as is well understood, 
is governed largely by lake competition and is, therefore, 
not properly comparable with a rate to an interior point. 
The rate from Milwaukee to Madison, also 85 miles, is 
$1 per ton. An exhibit introduced by the defendant com- 
pares the rate under attack with rates from Milwaukee 
and other points in the state of Wisconsin to short-haul 
destinations, and shows that the Wisconsin rates are ma- 
terially higher for equal distances than rates in Illinois. 

Upon full consideration of this matter we are of the 
opinion that the facts of record do not warrant a reduc- 
tion in the rates as sought by the complainant. It ap 
pears that the present system of rate making has been 
in effect for a number of years, and that the rate of 75 
cents applying from Chicago is lower than the maximum 
rate prescribed by the Illinois Railroad and Warehouse 
Commission for the distance here involved. While that 
rate itself may appear high when compared with the rates 
from the Indiana mines to Chicago, the through charges, 
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yielding a revenue of from 5.68 to 6.46 mills per ton per 
mile, are apparently not excessive when the distances 
and the character of the service performed are considered. 
We therefore find that the complaint is without merit 
and must be dismissed. It will be so ordered. 
ORDER. 

It is ordered, That the complaint in this proceeding 

be, and it is hereby, dismissed. 


RATE ON PACKING HOUSE PRODUCTS 


The complaint of the Cudahy Packing Co. against 
the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railroad and the 
Southern Pacific Railroad, seeking the application of 
the fifth-class rate as a maximum on packing-house 
products from the Missouri River to common points in 
Utah, was heard Tuesday before Examiner W. J. Wood 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission in Chicago. 

The Swift Packing Co. filed an intervening petition, 
becoming a party to the complaint. Application of the 
fifth-class rate means a reduction from $1.05 to 98 cents. 

The railroads some time ago, according to Attorney 
L. T. Wilcox, counsel for the railroads, published a 
tariff embodying the 98-cent rate, but this tariff was 
suspended by the Commission because it was alleged 
it contained other advanced rates. 

C. O. Cornwell, assistant traffic manager of the 
Cudahy Co., and Attorney Healy presented the case 
of the shippers to the examiner, and L. T. Wilcox rep- 
resented the railroads. 


CAR SURPLUSES AND SHORTAGES 


The bulletin of the American Railway Association con- 
taining statement of car surpluses and shortages from 
Feb. 1, 1913, to June 1, 1914, shows that a further small 





increase in surplus cars brings the largest surplus since 
1909. 

Total surplus, June 1, 1914, 242,572; May 15, 1914, 
239,406; May 31, 1913, 60,291; June 6, 1912, 89,208: June 
7, 1911, 169,006; June 8, 1910, 129,508. 

Total shortage, June 1, 1914, 770; May 15, 1914, 764; 
May 31, 1913, 9,383; June 6, 1912, 2,822: June 7, 1911, 
2,204; June 8 1910, 30,111. 

There is some reduction in the coal car surplus, espe- 
cially in C. F. A. territory. The shortage remains nominal. 


ALCOHOL IN FRUIT JUICES 





By a recent decision of the United States Depart- 
ment of Agriculture all fruit juices to which alcohol 
has been added must be plainly labeled to show this, 
if they are to be shipped in interstate commerce after 
Sept. 1, 1914. In the opinion of the department, such 
names as “Peach Juice,” “Cherry Juice,’ should be ap- 
plied only to fruit juices which are unfermented, and 
which contain no added sugar, alcohol or other sub- 
stances. In the past, alcohol has been frequently added 
as a preservative to these preparations, which are used 
for such purposes as flavoring beverages or preparing 
ecordials. After September 1, however, goods that do 
not comply with the new ruling, and indicate this fact 
on their labels, will be denied entry into this country, 
and if found in interstate commerce will be subjected 
to action by the authorities. 





IN THE SUPREME COURT 


THE SHREVEPORT CASE 


Nos. 567 and 568.—October Term, 1913. 
567—HOUSTON, EAST & WEST TEXAS RAILWAY CoO 

AND HOUSTON & SHREVEPORT RAILROAD CO 

ET AL., APPELLANTS, VS. THE UNITED STATES, 

THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION E17 

AL. 568—THE TEXAS & PACIFIC RAILWAY CO 

ET AL., APPELLANTS, VS. THE UNITED STATES, 

THE INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION ET 

AL. APPEALS FROM THE UNITED STATES COM 

MERCE COURT. 

[June 8, 1914.] 

Mr. Justice Hughes delivered the opinion of the court 
These suits were brought in the Commerce Court 
the Houston, East & West Texas Railway Co. and the 
Houston & Shreveport Railroad Co., and by the Texas & 
Pacific Railway Co., respectively, to set aside an order 

of the Interstate Commerce Commission, dated March 
1912, upon the ground that it exceeded the Commission's 
authority. Other railroad companies* intervened in sup- 
port of the petitions, and the Interstate Commerce Com.- 
mission and the railroad commission of Louisiana inter 
vened in opposition. The petitions were dismissed. 205 
Fed., 380, 

The order of the Interstate Commerce Commssion was 
made in a proceeding initiated in March, 1911, by the 
railroad commission of Louisiana. The complaint was 
that the appellants, and other interstate carriers, main 
tained unreasonable rates from Shreveport, La., to vari 
ous points in Texas, and, further, thai these carriers in 
the adjustment of rates over their respective lines un 
justly discriminated in favor of traffic within the state 
of Texas and against similar traffic between Louisiana 
and Texas. The carriers filed answers; numerous pleas 
of intervention by shippers and commercial bodies were 
allowed; testimony was taken and arguments were heard 

The gravamen of the complaint, said the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, was that the carriers made rates 
out of Dallas and other Texas points into eastern Texas 
which were much lower than those which they extended 
into Texas from Shreveport. The situation may be briefly 
described: Shreveport, La., is about 40 miles from the 
Texas state line, and 231 miles from Houston, Tex., on 
the line of the Houston, East & West Texas and Houston 
& Shreveport companies (which are affiliated in interest): 
it is 189 miles from Dallas, Tex., on the line of the Texa 
& Pacific. Shreveport competes with both cities for t! 
trade of the intervening territory. The rates on thes 
lines from Dallas and Houston, respectively, eastward 
intermediate points in Texas were much less, according 
to distance, than from Shreveport westward to the sa! 
points. It is undisputed that the difference was sul- 
stantial and injuriously affected thé commerce of Shreve- 
port. It appeared, for example, that a rate of 60 cent 
carried first class traffic a distance of 160 miles to t 
eastward from Dallas, while the same rate ‘would carr) 
the same class of traffic only 55 miles into Texas fri 
Shreveport. The first class rate from Houston to Lufki 
Tex., 118.2 miles, was 50 cents per 100 pounds, whil 
the rate from Shreveport to the same point, 112.5 mile 
was 69 cents. The rate on wagons from Dallas to Ma 
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*The Missouri, Kansas & Texas Ry. Co: of Texas, the S 
Louis Seuthwestern Ry. Co., and the St.. Louis Southwester 
ky. Co. of Texas. 
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ill, Tex., 147.7 miles, was 36.8 cents, and from Shreve- 
rt to Marshall, 42 miles, 56 cents. The rate on furni- 


re from Dallas to Longview, Tex., 124 miles, was 24.8 


nts, and that from Shreveport to Longview, 65.7 miles, 
is 35 cents. These instances of differences in rates are 


erely illustrative; they serve to indicate the character 
the rate adjustment. 
The Interstate Commerce Commission found that the 
Shreveport to named Texas 
points were it established maximum 
lass rates for this traffic. rates, we understand, 
vere substantially the same as the class rates fixed by 
e railroad commission of Texas, and charged by the 
carriers, for transportation for similar distances in that 
state. The Interstate Commerce Commission also found 
that the carriers maintained “higher rates “from Shreve- 
ort to points in Texas” than were in force “from cities 
n Texas to such points under substantially similar con- 
ditions and circumstances,” and that thereby “an unlawful 
and undue preference and advantage” was given to the 
Texas cities and a “discrimination” that was “undue and 
was effected against Shreveport. In order to 
the carriers were directed to 


nterstate class rates out of 


unreasonable, and 
These 


unlawful” 
correct this discrimination, 
desist from charging higher rates for the transportation 
of any commodity from Shreveport to Dallas and Houston, 
respectively, and intermediate points, than were contem- 
poraneously charged for the carriage of such commodity 
from Dallas and Houston toward Shreveport for equal 
distances, as the Commission found that relation of rates 


to be reasonable. 23 I. C. C., 31, 46-48 [The Traffic World, 


March 30, 1912, p. 


The order in question is set forth in the margin.* 


*“This case being at issue upon complaint and answers wn 
file, and having been duly heard and submitted by the parties, 
and full investigation of the matters and things involved having 
been had, and the Commission having, on the date hereof, mace 

nd filed a report containing its findings of fact and conclusions 
thereon, which said report is hereby referred to and made a 
part hereof: 

“It is ordered, 
Co., The Houston, 
Shreveport R. R. Co. be, and they are hereby, 
juired to cease and desist, on or before the Ist -. . 
912, and for a period of not less than two years thereafter 
abstain from exacting their present class rates for the trans- 
portation of traffic from Shreveport, La., to the points in Texas 
hereinafter mentioned on their respective lines, as the Com- 
mission in said report finds such rates to be unjust and ul- 
reasonable. re 

“It is further ordered, That defendant The Texas & Pacific 
Ry. Co, be, and it is hereby, notified and required to establish 
ind put in force, on or before the ist day of May, 1912, and 
maintain in force thereafter during a period of not less than 
two years, and apply to the transportation of traffic from 
Shreveport, La., to the below-named points in rexas, class 
rates which shall not exceed the following, in cents per 100 
pounds, which rates are found by the > — Na pmo in its report 
t reasonable, to-wit: (rates inserted). : 

- “SiS ne ordered, That defendants The Houston, East 
& West Texas Ry. Co. and Houston & Shreveport R. R. Co. be 
and they are hereby, notified and required to establish and put 
in foree, on or before the ist day of May, 1912, and maintain 
n force thereafter during a period of not less than bn ae or 
ind apply to the transportation of traffic from ee oe 
to the below-named points in Texas, class rates which shall 
not exceed the following, in cents per 100 pounds, which rates 
ire found by the Commission in its report to be reasonabe, 
to-wit: ‘ates inserted). bs 

wert = further ordered, That defendant The Texas & Pacific 

Co. bei and it is hereby, notified and required to cease and 
desist, on or before the Ist day of May, 1912, and for a period 
of not less than two years thereafter abstain, from exacting 
iny higher rates for the transportation of any article from 
Shreveport, La., to Dallas, Tex., and points on its lines inter- 
nediate thereto, than are contemporaneously exacted for the 
transportation of such article from Dallas, rex., toward said 
Shreveport for an equal distance, as said relation of rates has 
been found by the Commission in said report to be reasonable. ; 

“It is further ordered, That defendants The Houston, East 

West Texas Ry. Co. and Houston & Shreveport R. R. Co. 

and they are hereby, notified and required to cease and 

esist, on or before the Ist day of May, 1912, and for a period 
f not less than two years thereafter abstain, from exacting 
ny higher rates for the transportation of any article from 
Shreveport, La., to Houston, Tex., and points on its line inter- 
ediate thereto, than are contemporaneously exacted for the 
ransportation of such article from Houston, Tex., toward said 
Shreveport for an equal distance, as said relation of rates has 
been found by the Commission in said report to be reasonable. 


That defendants The Texas & Pacific ty. 
East & West Texas Ry. Co. and Houston « 
notified and re- 
day of May, 
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The report states that under this order it will be the 
duty of the companies “to duly and justly equalize the 
terms and conditions” upon which they will extend “trans- 
portation to traffic of a similar character moving into 
Texas from Shreveport with that moving wholly within 
Texas,” but that, in effecting such equalization, the class 
scale rates as prescribed shall not be exceeded. 

In their petition in the Commerce Court, the appel- 
lants assailed the order in its entirety, but subsequently 
they withdrew their opposition to the fixing of maximum 
clacs rates, and these rates were put in force by the 
carriers in May, 1912. The attack was continued upon 
that portion of the order which prohibited the charge of 
higher rates for carrying articles from Shreveport into 
Texas than those charged for eastward traffic from Dallas 
and Houston, respectively, for equal distances. There 
are, it appears, commodity rates fixed by the railroad com- 
mission of Texas for intrastate hauls which are sub- 
stantially less than the class or standard rates prescribed 
by that commission; and thus the commodity rates 
charged by the carriers from Dallas and Houston east- 
ward to Texas points are less than the rates which they 
demand for the transportation of the same articles for 
like distances from Shreveport into Texas. The present 
controversy relates to these commodity rates. 

The point of the objection to the order is that, as the 
discrimination found by the Commission to be unjust 
arises out of the relation of intrastate rates, maintained 
under state authority, to interstate rates that have been 
upheld as reasonable, its correction was beyond the Com- 
mission’s power. Manifestly the order might be complied 
with, and the discrimination avoided, either by reducing 
the interstate rates from Shreveport to the level of the 
competing intrastate rates, or by raising these intrastate 
rates to the level of the interstate rates, or by such re- 
duction in the one case and increase in the other as would 
result in equality. But it is urged that, so far as the 
interstate rates were sustained by the Commission as 
reasonable, the Commission was without authority to 
compel their reduction in order to equalize them with 
the lower intrastate rates. The holding of the Commerce 
Court was that the order relieved the appellants from 
further obligation to observe the intrastate rates and that 
they were at liberty to comply with the Commission’s 
requirements by increasing these rates sufficiently to 
remove the forbidden discrimination. The invalidity of 
the order in this respect is challenged upon two grounds: 

(1) That Congress is impotent to control the intra- 
state charges of an interstate carrier, even to the extent 
necessary to prevent injurious discrimination against in- 
terstate traffic; and 

(2) That, if it be assumed that Congress has this 
power, still it has not been exercised, and hence the 
action of the Commission exceeded the limits of the au- 
thority which has been conferred upon it. 

First—It is unnecessary to repeat what has frequently 
been said by this court with respect to the complete and 
paramount character of the power confided to Congress 
to regulate commerce among the several states. It is 
of the essence of this power that, where it exists, it dom- 





“And it is further ordered, That said defendants be, and 
they are hereby, notified and required to establish and put in 
force, on or before the 1st day of May, 1912, and maintain in 
force thereafter during a period of not less than two years, 
substantially similar practices respecting the concentration of 
interstate cotton at Shreveport, La., to those which are con- 
temporaneously observed by said defendants respecting the 
concentration of cotton within the state of Texas, provided the 
practices adopted shall be justifiable under the act to regulate 
commerce and applicable fairly under like conditions elsewhere 
on the lines of such defendants.”’ 
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inates. Interstate trade was not left to be destroyed or 
impeded by the rivalries of local governments. The pru- 
pose was to make impossible the recurrence of the evils 
which had overwhelmed the Confederation and to provide 
the necessary basis of national unity by insuring ‘uni- 
formity of regulation against conflicting and discriminat- 
ing state legislation.’ By virtue of the comprehensive 
terms of the grant, the authority of Congress is at all 
times adequate to meet the varying exigencies that arise 
and to protect the national interest by securing the free- 
dom of interstate commercial intercourse from local con- 
trol. Gibbons vs. Ogden, 9 Wheat. 1, 196, 224; Brown vs. 
Maryland, 12 Wheat. 419, 446; County of Mobile vs. Kim- 
ball, 102 U. S. 691, 696, 697; Smith vs. Alabama, 124 U. S. 
465, 473; Second Employers’ Liability Cases, 223 U. S. 
1, 47, 53, 54; Minnesota Rate Cases, 230 U. S. 352, 398, 399. 

Congress is empowered to regulate—that is, to pro- 
vide the law for the government of interstate commerce; 
to enact ‘all appropriate legislation’ for its ‘protection and 
advancement’ (The Daniel Ball, 10 Wall. 557, 564); to 
adopt measures ‘to promote its growth and insure its 
safety’ (County of Mobile vs. Kimball, supra); ‘to foster, 
protect, control and restrain’ (Second Employers’ Liability 
Cases, supra). Its authority, extending to these interstate 
carriers as instruments of interstate commerce, neces- 
sarily embraces the right to control their operations in 
all matters having such a close and substantial relation 
to interstate traffic that the control is essential or appro- 
priate to the security of that traffic, to the efficiency of 
the interstate service, and to the maintenance of condi- 
tions under which interstate commerce may be conducted 
upon fair terms and without molestation or hindrance. 
As it is competent for Congress to legislate to these ends, 
unquestionably it may seek their attainment by requiring 
that the agencies of interstate commerce shall not be 
used in such manner as to cripple, retard or destroy it. 
The fact that carriers are instruments of intrastate 
commerce, as well as of interstate commerce, does not 
derogate from the complete and paramount authority of 
Congress over the later or preclude the federal power 
from being exerted to prevent the intrastate operations 
of such carriers from being made a means of injury to 
that which has been confided to federal care. Wherever 
the interstate and intrastate transactions of carriers are 
so related that the government of the one involves the 
control of the other, it is Congress, and not the state, 
that is entitled to prescribe the final and dominant rule, 
for otherwise Congress would be denied the exercise of 
its constitutional authority and the state, and not the 
nation, would be supreme within the national field. Balti- 
more & Ohio Railroad Co. vs. Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, 221 U. S. 612, 618; Southern Railway Co. vs. 
United States, 222 U. S. 20, 26, 27; Second Employers’ 
Liability Cases, supra, pp. 48, 51; Interstate Commerce 
Commission vs. Goodrich Transit Co., 224 U. S. 194, 205, 
213; Minnesota Rate Cases, supra, p. 431; Illinois Central 
Railroad Co. vs. Behrens, decided April 27, 1914. 

In Baltimore & Ohio Raiiroad Co. vs. Interstate Com- 
merce Commission, supra, the argument against the valid- 
ity of the Hours of Service Act (March 4, 1907, c. 2939, 
34 Stat. 14, 15) involved the consideration that the inter- 
state and intrastate transactions of the carriers were 
so interwoven that it was utterly impracticable for them 
to divide their employes so that those who were engaged 
in interstate commerce should be confined to that com- 
merce exclusively. Employes dealing with the movement 
of trains were employed in both sorts of commerce; but 
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the court held that this fact did not preclude the exercise 
of federal power. As Congress could limit the hours of 
labor of those engaged in interstate transportation, it 
necessarily followed that its will could not be frustrated 
by prolonging the period of service through other require. 
ments of the carriers or by the commingling of duties 
relating to interstate and intrastate operations. Again, 
in Southern Railway Co. vs. United States, supra, the 
question. was presented whether the amendment to the 
Safety Appliance Act (March 2, 1903, 32 Stat. 943) was 
within the power of Congress in view of the fact that 
the statute was not confined to vehicles that were used 
in interstate traffic, but also embraced those used in 
intrastate traffic. The court answered affirmatively, be- 
cause there was such a close relation between the two 
classes of traffic moving over the same railroad as to 
make it certain that the safety of the interstate traffic, 
and of those employed in its movement, would be pro- 
moted in a real and substantial sense by applying the 
requirements of the act to both classes of vehicles. So, 
in the Second Employers’ Liability Cases, supra, it was 
insisted that while Congress had the authority to regulate 
the liability of a carrier for injuries sustained by one 
employe through the negligence of another, where all 
were engaged in interstate commerce, that power did 
not embrace instances where the negligent employe was 
engaged in intrastate commerce. The court said that 
this was a mistaken theory, as the causal negligence when 
operating injuriously upon an employe engaged in inter- 
state commerce had the same effect with respect to that 
commerce as if the negligent employe were also engaged 
therein. The decision in Employers’ Liability Cases, 207 
U. S. 463, is not opposed, for the statute there in question 
(June 11, 1906, c. 3073, 34 Stat. 232) sought to regulate 
the liability of interstate carriers for injuries to any 
employe even though his employment had no connection 
whatever with interstate commerce. (See Illinois Central 
R. R. Co. vs. Behrens, supra.) 

While these decisions sustaining the federal power 
relate to measures adopted in the interest of the safety 
of persons and property, they illustrate the principle that 
Congress in the exercise of its paramount power may 
prevent the common instrumentalities of interstate and 
intrastate commercial intercourse from being used in 
their intrastate operations to the injury of interstate 
commerce. This is not to say that Congress possesses 
the authority to regulate the internal commerce of a 
state, as such, but that it does possess the power to foster 
and protect interstate commerce, and to take all measures 
necessary or appropriate to that end, although intrastate 
transactions of interstate carriers may thereby be con- 
trolled. 

This principle is applicable here. We find no reason 
to doubt that Congress is entitled to keep the highways 
of interstate communication open to interstate traffic upon 
fair and equal terms. That an unjust discrimination in 
the rates of a common carrier, by which one person or 
locality is unduly favored as against another under sub- 
stantially similar conditions of traffic, constitutes an evil 
is undeniable; and where this evil consists in the action 
of an interstate carrier in unreasonably discriminating 
against interstate traffic over its line, the authority of 
Congress to prevent it is equally clear. It is immaterial, 
so far as the protecting power of Congress is concerne(, 
that the discrimination arises from intrastate rates «5 
compared with interstate rates. The use of the instru- 
ment of interstate commerce in a discriminatory mann:«r 
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1s to inflict injury upon that commerce, or some part 

reof, furnishes abundant ground for federal interven- 
tion. Nor can the attempted exercise of state authority 
alter the matter, where Congress has acted, for a state 
may not authorize the carrier to do that which Congress 
is entitled to forbid and has forbidden. 

It is also to be noted—as the government has well 
said in its argument in support of the Commission’s order 
—that the power to deal with the relation between the 
two kinds of rates, as a relation, lies exclusively with 
Congress. It is manifest that the state cannot fix the 
relation of the carrier’s interstate and intrastate charges 
without directly interfering with the former, unless it 
simply follows the standard set by federal authority. This 
question was presented with respect to the long-and-short- 
haul provision of the Kentucky constitution, adopted in 
1891, which the court had before it in Louisville & Nash- 
ville R. R. Co. vs. Kentucky, 184 U. S. 27. The state 
court had construed this provision as embracing a long 
haul from a place outside to one within the state, and 
a shorter haul on the same line and in the same direction 
between points within the state. This court held that, 
so construed, the provision was invalid, as being a regu- 
lation of interstate commerce because ‘it linked the in- 
terstate rate to the rate for the shorter haul and thus 
the interstate charge was directly controlled by the state 
law.’ See 230 U. S., pp. 428, 429. It is for Congress to 
supply the needed correction where the relation between 
intrastate and interstate rates presents the evil to be 
corrected, and this it may do completely by reason of 
its control over the interstate carrier in all matters having 
such a close and substantial relation to interstate com- 
merce that it is necessary or appropriate to exercise the 
control for the effective government of that commerce. 

It is also clear that, in removing the injurious dis- 
criminations against interstate traffic arising from the 
relation of intrastate to interstate rates, Congress is not 
bound to reduce the latter below what it may deem to be 
a proper standard fair to the carrier and to the public. 
Otherwise, it could prevent the injury to interstate com- 
merce only by the sacrifice of its judgment as to inter 
state rates. Congress is entitled to maintain its own 
standard as to these rates and to forbid any discrimi- 
natory action by interstate carriers which will obstruct 
the freedom of movement of interstate traffic over their 
lines in accordance with the terms it establishes. 

Having this power, Congress could provide for its 
execution through the aid of a subordinate body; and we 
conclude that the order of the Commission now in ques 
tion cannot be held invalid upon the ground that it ex- 
ceeded the authority which Congress could lawfully confer. 

Second—The remaining question is with regard to 
the scope of the power which Congress has granted to the 
Commission. 

Section three of the Act to regulate commerce pro- 
vides (24 Stat. 379, 380): 

“Sec. 3. That it shall be unlawful for any common 
carrier subject to the provisions of this. act to make or 
give any undue or unreasonable preference or advantage 
to any particular person, company, firm, corporation, or 
locality, or any particular description of traffic, in any 
respect whatsoever, or to subject any particular person, 
company, firm, corporation, or locality, or any particular 
description of traffic, to any undue or unreasonable preju- 
dice or disadvantage in any respect whatsover.” 

This language is certainly sweeping enough to em- 
brace all the discriminations of the sort described which 
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it was within the power of Congress to condemn. There 
is no exception or qualification with respect to an un- 
reasonable discrimination against interstate traffic pro- 
duced by the relation of intrastate to interstate rates as 
maintained by the carrier. It is apparent from the leg- 
islative history of the act that the evil of discrimination 
was the principal thing aimed at, and there is no basis 
for the contention that Congress intended to exempt 
any discriminatory action or practice of interstate car- 
riers affecting interstate commerce which it had authority 
to reach. The purpose of the measure was thus em- 
phatically stated in the elaborate report of the Senate 
committee on interstate commerce which accompanied it: 
“The provisions of the bill are based upon the theory 
that the paramount evil chargeable against the operation 
of the transportation system of the United States as now 
conducted is unjust discrimination between persons, 
places, commodities, or particular descriptions of traffic. 
The underlying purpose and aim of the measure is the 
prevention of these discriminations” (Senate Re- 
port No. 46, 49th Cong., Ist Sess., p. 215). 

The opposing argument rests upon the proviso in the 
first section of the act which in its original form was as 
follows: “Provided, however, that the provisions of this 
act shall not apply to the transportation of passengers or 
property, or to the receiving, delivering, storage, or han- 
dling of property, wholly within one state, and not shipped 
to or from a foreign country from or to any state or ter- 
ritory as aforesaid.” When the act was amended so as 
to confer upon the Commission the authority to prescribe 
maximum interstate rates, this proviso was re-enacted; 
and when the act was extended to include telegraph, tele- 
phone and cable companies engaged in interstate business, 
an additional clause was inserted so as to exclude intra- 
state messages. See acts of June 29, 1906, c. 3591, 34 
Stat. 584; June 18, 1910, c. 309, 36 Stat. 539. 545. 

Congress thus defined the scope of its regulation and 
provided that it was not to extend to purely intrastate 
traffic. It did not undertake to authorize the Commission 
to prescribe intrastate rates and thus to establish a uni- 
fied control by the exercise of the rate-making power 
over both descriptions of traffic. Undoubtedly—in the 
absence of a finding by the Commission of unjust dis- 
crimination—intrastate rates were left to be fixed by the 
carrier and subject to the authority of the states or of 
the agencies created by the states. This was the ques- 
tion recently decided by this court in the Minnesota Rate 
Cases, supra. There, the state of Minnesota had estab- 
lished reasonable rates for intrastate transportation 
throughout the state and it was contended that, by rea- 
son of the passage of the Act to regulate commerce, the 
state could no longer exercise the state-wide authority 
for this purpose which it had formerly enjoyed; and the 
court was asked to hold that an entire scheme of intra- 
state rates, otherwise validly established, was null and 
void because of its effect upon interstate rates. There 
had been nw finding by the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion of any unjust discrimination. The present question, 
however, was reserved, the court saying (230 U. S., p. 
419): “It is urged, however, that the words of the proviso” 
(referring to the proviso above mentioned) “are sus- 
ceptible of a construction which would permit the pro- 
visions of section three of the act, prohibiting carriers 
from giving an undue or unreasonable preference or 
advantage to any locality, to apply to unreasonable dis- 
criminations between localities in different states, as well 
when arising from an intrastate rate as compared with 
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an interstate rate as when due to interstate rates ex- 
clusively. If it be assumed that the statute should be so 
construed, and it is not necessary now to decide the 
point, it would inevitably follow that the controlling prin- 
ciple governing the enforcement of the act should be 
applied to such cases as might thereby be brought within 
its purview; and the question whether the carrier, in such 
a case, was giving an undue or unreasonable preference 
or advantage to one locality as against another, or subject- 
ing any locality to an undue or unreasonable prejudice or 
disadvantage, would be primarily for the investigation and 
determination of the Interstate Commerce Commission and 
not for the courts.” 

Here, the Commission expressly found that unjust dis- 
crimination existed under substantially similar conditions 
of transportation, and the inquiry is whether the Com- 
mission had power to correct it. We are of the opinion 
that the limitation of the proviso in section one does 
not apply to a case of this sort. The Commission was 
dealing with the relation of rates injuriously affecting, 
through an unreasonable discrimination, traffic that was 
interstate. The question was thus not simply one of 
transportation that was “wholly within one state.” These 
words of the proviso have appropriate reference to ex- 
clusively intrastate traffic, separately considered; to the 
regulation of domestic commerce, as such. The powers 
conferred by the act are not thereby limited where inter- 
state commerce itself is involved. This is plainly the case 
when the Commission finds that unjust discrimination 
against interstate trade arises from the relation of intra- 
state to interstate rates as maintained by a carrier sub- 
ject to the act. Such a matter is one with which Congress 
alone is competent to deal, and, in view of the aim of the 
act and the comprehensive terms of the provisions against 
unjust discrimination, there is no ground for holding that 
the authority of Congress was unexercised and that the 
subject was thus left without governmental regulation. 
It is urged that the practical construction of the statute 
has been the other way. But, in assailing the order, the 
appellants ask us to override the construction which has 
been given to the statute by the authority charged with 
its execution, and it cannot be said that the earlier action 
of the Commission was of such a controlling character 
as to preclude it from giving effect to the law. The 
Commission, having before it a plain case of unreasonable 
discrimination on the part of interstate carriers against 
interstate trade, carefully examined the question of its 
authority and decided that it had the power to make this 
remedial order. The Commerce Court sustained the au- 
thority of the Commission, and it is clear that we should 
not reverse the decree unless the law has been misapplied. 
This we cannot say; on the contrary, we are convinced 
that the authority of the Commission was adequate. 

The further objection is made that the prohibition 
of section three is directed against unjust discrimination 
or undue preference only when it arises from the volun- 
tary act of the carrier and does not relate to acts which 
are the result of conditions wholly beyond its control. 
East Tennessee, etc., Rwy. Co. vs. Interstate Commerce 
Commission, 181 U. S. 1, 18. The reference is not to any 
inherent lack of control arising out of traffic conditions, 
but to the requirements of the local authorities which are 
assumed to be binding upon the carriers. The contention 
is thus merely a repetition in another form of the argu- 
ment that the Commission exceeded its power; for it 
would not be contended that local rules could nullify the 
lawful exercise of federal authority. In the view that the 
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Commission was entitled to make the order, there is 
longer compulsion upon the carriers by virtue of any in 
consistent local requirement. We are not unmindfu! of 
the gravity of the question that is presented when st 


and federal views conflict. But it was recognized at the 


beginning that the nation could not prosper if interstat 
and foreign- trade were governed by many masters, and 
where the interests of the freedom of interstate « 
merce are involved, the judgment of Congress and of the 
agencies it lawfully establishes must control. 

In conclusion: Reading the order in the light of th: 
report of the Commission, it does not appear that the 
Commission attempted to require the carriers to reduce 
their interstate rates out of Shreveport below what was 
found to be a reasonable charge for that service. So far 
as these interstate rates conformed to what was found 
to be reasonable by the Commission, the carriers 
entitled to maintain them, and they are free to compl; 
with the order by so adjusting the other rates, to which 
the order relates, as to remove the forbidden discrimina 
tion. But this result they are required to accomplish 

The decree of the Commerce Court is affirmed in each 
ease. Affirmed. 

Mr. Justice Lurton and Mr. Justice Pitney dissent. 


MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS 


The Supreme Court reversed the Commerce Court 
and the Commission in the Florida East Coast cas¢ 
involving rates on pineapples, citrus fruits and veg« 
tables, on the sole ground that the Commission, when 
it made its final order in that case, which was a reversa 
in some parts of its first and a modification of one 
its succeeding orders, acted without having any test 
mony before it warranting a conclusion as to the bus 
ness of the Florida East Coast such as it reached wit! 
respect to the business of the Seaboard and the Atlantic 
Coast Line, because the testimony on which its conclu 
sion was based was as to the trunk lines and not the 
Florida East Coast. Attorneys St. Clair-Abrams and 
Bryan, in their argument before the Commerce Court 
dwelt upon that fact, but the Commerce Court refused 
the injunction prayed for. The Supreme Court believes 
the injunction should have been granted as prayed for 
and therefore reversed the Commerce Court and r 
manded it to the appropriate District Court. 

The United States Supreme Court, Monday, refused 
an application for review of the decision fining the Grand 
Rapids & Indiana Railway Co. for granting rebates 
lumber companies. 

The court has declared unconstitutional the recip! 
demurrage law of Oklahoma, the law, as interpreted Pb 
the state court, applying to interstate as well as intras' 
commerce. 


LOS ANGELES SWITCHING CASE 





The United States Supreme Court this week hand: 
down an opinion sustaining the Interstate Commerce C 
mission in the Los Angeles switching case. The text 
the decision is not yet at hand, but will be printed next 
week. The decision is taken as a body blow to the B: 
deis suggestion that a separate charge for setting cars 
on private sidetracks, the so-called “spotting charge,” | 
made. The decision says that a charge for setting 
private tracks with none for team track or station tra 
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very would constitute discrimination against shippers 
), at their own expense, have provided terminals for 

carriers. 

The decision means that the carriers will 
fund to shippers and consignees of Los Angeles between 
million and two million dollars. collected as switching 
A refund of about the same size may also have 
San Francisco. Other cities are also in- 


have to 


irges. 
be made in 
lved. 

The court decided-that the Commission 
its authority in holding that the service of the carriers 
in setting a car on an industry track was in no way dif- 
from that of setting a car on one of its team or 
shed tracks; and that, inasmuch as the delivery on the 
eam track was to be made without extra charge, it was 
ympetent for the Commission to prevent discrimination 

forbidding the imposition of a charge of $2.50 per car 
for the private siding service. Associate Justice Hughes 
remarked that delivery on the so-called private track, 
under the circumstances and conditions revealed in the 
was a substituted instead of an added one. The 
team track delivery, apparently was taken care of in the 
rates imposed by the carriers for the line haul; therefore 
it must be presumed that the line haul rate also covers 
the private track, or substituted service. 


was within 


erent 


Case, 


SUSPENDED TARIFFS 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 
May 18, in I. and S. No. 381, the Commission further 


suspended from June 15 until December 15 the twelfth 
revised page 139 and third revised page 139-A of Illinois 
Central I. C. C. No. 4519. 

The suspended pages contain proposed increased. rates 
on lumber and other commodities reconsigned at points 
located on the Illinois Central Railroad and the Yazoo & 
Mississippi Valley Railroad south of the Ohio River. 


May 28, by fourth supplemental order in I. and 5. 
No. 448, the Commission suspended from June 1 until 
August 29 Wabash I. C. C. No. 3623. The suspended tariff 
contains proposed increased rates on coke from Quincy, 
[ll., to Minneapolis, Minnnesota Transfer and St. Paul, 
Minn. The present rate between these points is $1.70 
per net ton and the proposed rate is $1.85. Similar in- 
provided for in tariffs of other carriers 
same date by previous orders in the 


creases were 
suspended to the 
same docket. 

and S. No. 461, the Commission sus- 
until September 29 Sup. 21 to Hos- 


14 to his I. C. C. No. 


May 27, in I. 
pended from June 1 
mer’s I. C. C. No. A-274, and Sup. 
A-363. 

The suspended supplements contain 
creased rates on potatoes from points in Minnesota, Wis- 
consin and other states, to* points in southern Illinois, 
Indiana and other states. The increase in most instances 
amounts to 2 cents per 100 pounds; for example, the pres- 
ent rate on potatoes from Grand Rapids, Wis., to Evans- 
ville, Ind., is 20 cents per 100 pounds, and the proposed 
rate is 22 cents per 100 pounds. The present rate from 
Minneapolis, Minn., to Evansville is 22 cents and the 
proposed rate is 24 cents per 100 pounds. 


proposed in- 


June 4, by first supplemental order in I. and S. No. 
166, the Commission suspended until September 29 sched- 
ules contained in the following tariffs which were to be- 
come effeetive as indicated: 

Elgin, Joliet & Eastern Ry. Co.—Sup. 14 to I. C. C. 
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No. 1287, effective June 10, 1914; Sup. 11 to E., J. & E. 
Ry. I. C. C. No. 1331, effective June 16, 1914. 

The suspended schedules contain increased rates on 
scrap iron, in carloads, between Aurora and Chicago, III., 
and other points. The present rate between Aurora and 
Chicago is 50 cents per gross ton and the proposed rate 
is 65 cents per gross ton. 

June 4, in I. and S. No. 470, the Commission suspended 
from June 1 until October 7 schedules in Atlantic Coast 
Line I. C. C. No, A-3000. 

The suspended schedules contain increased rates on 
crude kaolin clay, in carloads, from Edgar and other 
points in Florida, to East Liverpool, O., and other points 
located in western Pennsylvania and eastern Ohio. 

The present rate on that commodity to East Liverpool 
is $5.75 per net ton and the proposed rate is $6.20, an 
increase of 45 cents. Rates to other points of destination 
are affected in a like manner. 


May 18, in I. & S. No. 386, the Commission further 
suspended from June 22 until December 22, schedules in 
Sup. 1 to Lowrey’s I. C. C. No. 22. 

The schedules provide for an increase of $3 per car 
upon shipments of sand reaching Chicago via the lines of 
the Chicago & Northwestern and the Chicago, Milwaukee & 
St. Paul for delivery at points on the Baltimore & Ohio 
and other connecting lines at Chicago, the operation of 
which was previously suspended from February 22 until 
June 22. 


May 18, in I. & S. No. 387, the Commission further 
suspended from June 23 until December 23 the opera- 
tion of items Nos. 4032a and 4350a, Sup. 8 to Leland’s 
I. Cc. C. No. 1013. 

The suspended items proposed increased rates on 
lumber expect cypress, in carloads, from Lake Charles 
and West Lake, La., to certain points located in Texas. 
The operation of these items was previously suspended 
from February 23 until June 23. 

May 18, in I. & S. No. 389, the Commission further 
June 26 until Decémber 26 schedules 
on page 4, Sup 5, to Morris’ I. C. C. No. 411. 

The schedules provide an increase in rates on 
cement and other commodities from Mitchell, Ind., to 
Memphis, Tenn., and other points, the operation of 
which was previously suspended from February 26 until 


suspended from 


June 26. 


INDUSTRIAL RAILROAD HEARING 


Protests on the refusal of the trunk line railroads to 
continue through rates in connection with industrial rail- 
roads in Illinois were heard Wednesday and Thursday by 
the lllinois Public Utilities Commission at its audience 
room in Chicago. Commissioners Thompson and Yates 
heard the complaints. Frank P. Montgomery, president 
and general manager of the Illinois Northern, one of the 
complainants, testified as to conditions, contending that 
a cancellation of all through rates on the Illinois Northern 
would be discriminatory, not only to the road, but to the 
many shippers whose plants are located on the line. A 
number of shippers also testified that if the through rate 
cancellation were to stand they would be compelled to 
pay about $7 a’car more than competitors on other roads 
where through rates existed. 

The Illinois Northern is owned by stockholders of the 
International Harvester Co. The line is 27 miles long 
and connects with various roads in Chicago. 
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WESTERN CLASSIFICATION HEARINGS 


The Western Classification Committee Monday 
heard the complaints of numerous brewery interests on 
the present mixed carload rating on beer and ice, and 
the committee promised to establish a new rate. Item 
1, page 172, Classification No. 52, reads: “Beer and 
Domestic Ale, Porter and Stout, in wood, at the follow- 
ing estimated weights: Note 1—Ice with L. C. L. ship- 
ments of beer in bulk, in wood, will be charged for at 
L. C. L. rate on ice at actual weight at point of ship- 
ment.” 

The brewery interests requested that the following 
be substituted for Note 1: “Ice with L. C. L. shipments 
of beer will be charged for at beer rates on actual weight 
at point of shipment.” This was granted by the com- 
mittee. 

A number of other complaints were heard. At 10 
a. m. the committee took up Docket No. 72, regarding 
proposed changes in ratings on paper boxes and egg 
case fillers, in which the shippers requested a first-class 
rating. The question was taken under advisement. 

Docket No. 73 was taken up at 11 a. m. to con- 
sider proposed changes on kitchen cabinets, proposed 
by shippers, in which they request second-class L. C. L. 
rating. 

The following appeared at the hearings: Docket 
No. 73, W. T. Hayes, Sears, Roebuck & Co., Chicago; 
Docket No. 72, Geo. Browder, Corrugated Shipping Con- 
tainer Association, Chicago; Mr. Hill, Lawrence Paper 
Mfg. Co., Lawrence, Kan.; E. C. Wilmore, Sefton Mfg. 
Co., Chicago; K. I. Herman, K. I. Herman Box Mfrs., 
Chicago; Mr. Ashcraft, Fibre Shipping Container Asso- 
ciation; F. C. Gifford, National Association of Box 
Manufacturers, Chicago; Mr. Harkrader, Dennison Mfg. 
Co., Chicago; J. T. Lambie, sales manager Self-Locking 
Carton Co., Chicago; Dan Devine, T. M., Continental 
Paper Co., New York; Mr. Tompkins, McClearman Metal 
Products Co., Chicago. Docket No. 74, H. W. Knoche, 
T. M., Theo. Hamm Brewing Co., St. Paul, Minn., also 
representing Heileman Brewing Co., La Crosse; C. & J. 
Michel Brewing Co., La Crosse; J. Schmidt Brewing 
Co., St. Paul, Minn.; Hennepin Brewing Co., Minne- 
apolis; Duluth Brewing & Malt Co., Duluth, Minn.; Fil- 
ger Brewing Co., Duluth, Minn.; Chas. J. Bertschy, 
T. M., Jos. Schlitz Brewing Co., Milwaukee; F. P. Duf- 
field, T. M., Minneapolis Brewing Co., Minneapolis; 
Chas. H. Hessen, T. M., Fred Miller Brewing Co., Mil- 
waukee, Wis.; Max Godenrath, G. Heileman Brewing 
Co., Chicago; Warren Burkhart, T. M., Peter Schoen- 
hofen Brewing Co., Chicago; A. Kirschstein, 471 North 
Desplaines street, Chicago; R. Muehlberg, T. M., An- 
heuser Busch Brewing Co., St. Louis; Louis Feickert, 
traffic department, Wm. J. Lempt Brewing Co., St. Louis; 
Lewis B. Boswell, Comr., Quincy Freight Bureau, Quincy, 
Ill.; M. M. Jonas, Spec. Agt., Beer Bottlers’ Protective 
Association, Chicago; Geo. H. Diehl, Van Blatz- Brewing 
Co., Milwaukee, Wis.; Chas. Zielke, T. M., Pabst Brew- 
ing Co., Milwaukee; Ered Gabel, Jr., Independent Brew- 
eries Co., St. Louis. 


Hearings on Tuesday. 








On Tuesday Dockets 75, 76 and 77 were taken up. 
Docket No. 75 was proposed changes on cylinders. The 
discussion was on descriptions on cylinders submitted 
by the Committee on Uniform Classification, with rat- 
ings proposed by the Western Classification Committee. 
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Docket 76 was a discussion of changes proposed « 
kegs or pails, white lead, iron or steel. 

Docket 77 was taken up in the afternoon, and wa 
a discussion of changes proposed on petroleum oils. 
present the railroads charge on the estimated weight ; 


point of shipment. Charge on actual weight is planned 
and several prominent shippers protested against any 
change. All were taken under advisement by the co: 
mittee. 

The following appeared on Tuesday: E. S. Woodall, 
representing railway traffic department, the Texas Co, 
Chicago; Harry J. Birmingham, Cudahy Refining Co, 
1413 Harris Trust building, Chicago; Herbert Koeppe, 
traffic representative, Cleveland Cliffs Iron Co., Cleve- 
land, O.; Fred W. Boltz, traffic manager, the Nationa! 
Petroleum Association, Cleveland, O.; Edgar Bogardus, 
traffic manager, Standard Oil Co. (of Indiana), Chicago 
A. B. Combs, Western Wholesale Oil Jobbers’ Associa- 
tion, Marshalltown, Ia.; Mr. Jochel American Cotton 
Oil Co. 

J. C. Colquitt, classification agent of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission, was present at the hearings. 

Wednesday Hearings. 

Three dockets were considered by the’ Western 
Classification Committee Wednesday. Docket 79, in 
which changes are proposed on weather strips, was 
taken up at 10 a. m. The new rating cancels Item 24, 
page 276, Classification No. 52. There was only one 
appearance at the hearing, the D. W. Bolsey Co. After 
the proposed change was explained the company ex 
pressed its satisfaction. 

Docket No. 80, dealing with proposed changes on 
foundry core compounds and foundry facings, was taken 
up at 11 a. m. The change would eancel Item 3, page 
108, and Items 18 to 26, page 127, Classification No. 52 
G. B. Peterson, representing the S. Obermayer Co., was 
the only one who appeared. After the contemplated 
changes were explained by the committee Mr. Peterson 
declared his firm would not be affected. 

At 2 p. m. Docket 81 was considered. The propo- 
sition proposed changes on well points and well strain- 
ers. There were no appearances. 


OFFICIAL CLASSIFICATION HEARING 


Preliminary meetings of the Official Classification 
Committee were held Wednesday and Thursday in the 
rooms of the Central Freight Association, Chicago. The 
Official Classification Committee will meet in New York 
on Tuesday, June 16, at 10 a. m., for consideration of a 
large number of subjects enumerated in Docket 19, in- 
cluding numerous recommendations of the Committee on 
Uniform Classification respecting uniform classification pro- 
visions also outlined, and such other matters as may be 
presented. 

The hearings Wednesday and Thursday were for pre- 
liminary discussion of these subjects, and a large dele- 
gation of shippers attended. One of the most important 
changes contemplated is in rule 6, to which there was 
determined opposition at the preliminary hearings. Fur- 
ther protests will be made at the meeting in New York. 

Rule 6, as it now stands, reads: “Unless otherwise 
provided, charges shall be computed on gross weights, 
except when estimated weights are authorized, in whic) 
case such estimated weights shall be used; established 
minimum weights must be observed.” The carriers pro- 
pose to add the following note: “When blocking, braces 
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dunnage is required for the safe transportation of 
ight, the weight of such blocking, braces or dunnage 
all be determined and charged for. But when the com- 
ned weight of the freight and such blocking, braces and 
dunnage is less than the specified minimum weights, the 
minimum weights shall be applied.” 
Shippers contended that the adding of this note would 
work untold hardships to their business. 


SOUTHERN CLASSIFICATION. 

The Southern Classification Committee has post- 
poned the meeting of its sub-committee, which was to 
have been held at the St. Charles Hotel, Atlantic City, 
beginning July 6, because of the demands upon the 
time of a majority of the members of the sub-committee 
in connection with I. C. C. Fourth Section Order No. 
3866. It was believed that a quorum could not be had 
at the meeting. 


DOINGS OF THE TRAFFIC CLUBS 





The Transportation Club of Cincinnati has merged 
with the Cuvier Press Club. 

The Traffic Club of Pittsburgh, at its annual elec- 
tion, Monday, June 8, held at the Hotel Schenley, 
elected the following: President, Edward F. Lalk, gen- 
eral agent Santa Fe System; first vice-president, Wm. H. 
Higgins, traffic manager Wheeling Steel & Iron Co.; 
second vice-president, Milton H. Jacobs, A. G. F. A,, 
Western Maryland Railroad. Board of governors: 
Transportation—Geo. H. Kerr, general agent Southern 
Railway; John E. Corfield, general agent Union Pacific 
System, and Ralph B. Merrick, general agent Frisco 
System. Industrial—Glen A. Aiken, traffic manager 
Spang, Chalfant & Co., Inc.; Alfred R. Kennedy, traffic 
manager Pittsburgh Steel Co. The secretary and treas- 
urer were chosen without opposition, D. L. Wells, gen- 
eral agent Erie Railroad, and Jas. T. Neison, commer- 
cial agent Missouri Pacific Railway, being re-elected 
secretary and treasurer, respectively. Frank D. Hurst, 
general agent L. S. & M. S. Railway, tied with Mr. 
Merrick for third transportation governor. Mr. Mer- 
rick won by lot. A watch was presented to the retiring 
president, E. C. Sattley, by Chairman John M. Gross 
of the board of governors, for the entire membership. 
Mr. Gross expressed appreciation of the efforts of Presi- 
dent Sattley, whose administration has been one of the 
most successful of the club’s career. Mr. Sattley ex- 
pressed his thanks both for the token and for the 
hearty co-operation of the various committees during 
the past year. The new board of governors will organ- 
ize shortly and the newly elected officers will be in- 
ducted into office at the August meeting, which will take 
the form of an outing. 


FINES AGAINST RAILROADS. 

The United States Department of Agriculture an- 
hounces that for violations of the law that prohibits 
the confinement of live stock for more than 28 hours 
without unloading for feed, water and rest one railroad 
has been fined $4,700.. This total represents penalties 
in 21 cases against the Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Chicago 
& St. Louis Railway Co. In addition costs of $30.20 


had to be paid by the railroad in two of the cases. 
The department has also issued notice of a total fine of 
$1,250 in six cases against the Pennsylvania Co. for 
Violation of the same law. The total costs in the six 
Cases were $29.70. 
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BAR ASSOCIATION PROGRAM 





At a meeting of the committee on commercial law 
of the American Bar Association the following program 
to be followed at the annual meeting of the association 
was agreed upon: 

Deck Cargoes. 

Consideration of question for congressional legisla- 
tion looking to an international agreement as to deck 
cargoes, particularly deck cargoes of lumber, in the 
winter season: W. P. Ross, representing New Orleans 
Steamship Association;. Eugene T. Chamberlain, com- 
missioner of navigation; George Whitefield Betts, Jr., 
member of committee on deck cargoes of the Interna- 
tional Law Association; J. H. Ralston, member Inter- 
national Law Association; E. F. Perry, secretary Na- 
tional Wholesale Lumber Dealers’ Association; W. B. 
Roper, secretary-treasurer North Carolina Pine Associa- 
tion; George Whitelock, member International Law 
Association; Charles Noble Gregory, member Interna- 
tional Law Association and chairman of committee on 
international law of the American Bar Association; 
James A. Hayden, representing underwriters. 

International Agreement on Bills of Exchange. 

Charles A. Conant, economist and American dele- 
gate to The Hague on International Agreement as to 
Bills of Exchange and Checks; Prof. Charles Noble 
Gregory, member International Law Association and 
chairman committee on international law of the Ameri- 
can Bar Association. Call on anybody present to enter 
their appearance to speak on the subject. 

National legislation on bills of lading in interstate 
and foreign commerce: No person assigned for this 
subject because it has been already twice recommended 
by the association, but open for discussion by anybody 
interested. 

National legislation restricting the right of common 
carriers to limit their common law liability as insurers 
of goods intrusted to their transportation: Senator 
Cummins’ Bill No. 4522; Representative Borland’s Bill 
No. 10309; James C. Lincoln, transportation and com- 
merce expert and manager, transportation department, 
Merchants’ Exchange of New York. 

Bankruptcy. 

The American Bar Association has already at numer- 
ous times in the past adopted resolutions in favor of 
maintaining the present bankruptcy act, against its 
repeal and against its unmecessary amendment. The 
committee will leave this subject open for discussion 
by anybody present. 


Miscellaneous. 

Any person present desiring to discuss any subject 
other than the foregoing on national or international 
agreements: Elliot H. Goodwin, secretary of the Chamber 
of Commerce of the United States. 

The committee is composed of Francis B. James, 
Cincinnati and Washington; William U. Hensel, Lan- 
caster, Pa.; E. T. Florence, New Orleans; J. A. C. 
Kennedy, Omaha, and Frank Gosnell, Baltimore, Md. 


CAR LOCATION BULLETIN. 

The car location bulletin of the American Railway 
Association giving location of freight car equipment with 
surpluses and shortages May 15, 1914, shows: 259 roads 
reporting as against 333 in 1913; total cars on line, 1,822,- 
929, as against 2,352,808; deficiency, 24,753, as against 
an excess of 34,891 in 1913; surplus, 239,406, as against 
61,269; shortage, 764, as against 10,975. 











TAP-LINE SITUATION 


Roads Will Be Allowed to Restore Old Tariffs 
—Arguments on Rehearing 





information is that the tap 
the litigation decided 


Unofficial but reliable 
lines immediately concerned in 
May 25 will be allowed to restore the old tariffs, carrying 
the divisions which the Commission denounced as rebates, 
on short notice, as soon as they and their trunk line 
connections can do the clerical work of bringing the old 
tariffs back to life. 

When the restoration of through 
rates has been accomplished the Commission will be in 
a position to challenge the divisions which it thinks con- 
stitute rebates to the proprietary interest. Attorneys for 
the tap lines, if the Commission undertakes to supervise 
the negotiations between their clients and the trunk lines 
concerned, will consider what court action is necessary 
to restore the tap lines to the freedom to contract for 
divisions they believe the Supreme Court opinion gave 


routes and joint 


them. 

At the arguments on rehearing on June 6 they gen- 
erally denied the suggestion that the Commission had 
any right to supervise the negotiations between the trunk 
lines and the tap lines looking toward contracts for the 
division of the joint rates. They contended for the free- 
dom to contract which they claimed is the right of every 
common carrier. 

Their position all along has been that if any of the 
divisions constitute rebates, the Commission must resort 
to the criminal section of the statute to enforce its belief 
and not undertake in what they call an extra-legal way 
to play the part of guardian to the tap lines to keep them 
from violating the law. 

The industrial railways, so far as can be learned now, 
can hope for no relief from the decision in the tap-line 
cases. In other words, the Commission, by standing “pat” 
on its finding that they are plant facilities can keep them 
in the position they now hold until Congress chooses to 
change conditions by affirmative legislation to back up 
what attorneys for the industrial lines believe to be the 
meaning of the Supreme Court decision in that short-line 
railroad decision. 

Tap-Line Arguments. 

It is the belief of most of the attorneys who had 
any part in the tapline case that the Supreme Court’s 
decision in that controversy requires the Commission to 
rescind all its orders and begin all over again. Judge 
7reen Of Jackson, Miss., attorney for the Fernwood & 
Gulf, one of the few tap lines east of the Mississippi 
River, is a notable exception. He believes that as to 
the road he represents, the Commission, on the applica- 
tion for rehearing favorably acted upon by the Commis- 
sion, has the power to say what divisions the Illinois 
Central and the New Orleans Great Northern shall pay 
to it. 

The expressions of opinion referred to Were made 
during the course of arguments June 6 on the rehearings 
granted the Prescott & Northwestern, Salem: Winona & 
Southern; Crittenden Railroad; Helena, Parkin & North- 
ern; Oberlin, Hampton & Eastern: Timpson & Hender- 
son; Tremont & Gulf: Kentwood, Greensburg & Soutbh- 
western; Fernwood & Gulf; Gulf & Sabine: Natches, 
Columbia & Mobile, and the New Orleans, Natalbany & 
Natchez. 

Arguments were made by Judge Green, W. V. Tomp- 
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Marsilliott, Frank H. Sullivan 
Judge Green, according to the bs 


kins, H. M. Garwood, C. L. 
and T. Brady. 
among his colleagues, doubts the ability of the tap lines 
now that the trunk lines have them down, to force d 
sions and allowances that will make it possible for them 
to live as common carriers. They attribute his willing 
ness to have the Commission take the step of fixing 
divisions and allowances in the first instance to a ir 
that the Fernwood & Gulf will not be able to mak: 
bargain with the Illinois Central for any division in excess 
of those allowed by the Commission before the Supr 
Court acted. It was from the divisions so fixed that that 
road appealed for a rehearing. 


Entitled to Old Divisions. 


Without exception, the roads represented at the re 
hearing contended that, in view of the court’s decisior 
they are entitled to the divisions they received befor: 
the Commission made any of its decisions and modifica 
tions of them. Judge Green and Mr. Sullivan frank! 
said that if the question as to divisions was at issu 
between trunk lines in Louisiana, Texas or Mississi 
the decision that would be reached would be that 
originating line was entitled to six cents per 100 pounds 

“I don’t ask for six cents,” said Sullivan, “becauss 
the Gulf & Sabine never received as much as that. It 
received four cents on interstate and one cent on export 
lumber. Just when the avalanche came I was abou 
receive two cents on export lumber. Therefore, I think 
the Gulf & Sabine should have two and four cents. An 
other reason for my not asking for six cents is that 
don't believe this Commission would give it to me. 
here is the situation: In the year before the avalan 


the Gulf & Sabine had a surplus of $14,000. The first 
year after the avalanche (his term for the Commission's 


order eliminating divisions or reducing them) the 


made a deficit of $48,000 on operations. If our non 


proprietary traffic, so-called, had not increased, the deficit 


would have been $58,000.” 
Judge Garwood, speaking for the Tremont & Gulf 
the Salem, Winona & Southern, took the ground that 


Commission must retrace its steps and allow the tap lines 


to make their bargains with the trunk lines and that, eve! 
if the question of divisions must be answered by 

Commission, it must allow divisions large enoug! 
enable the roads to live and perform their duties as « 


mon carriers. He refused to accept the theory that dis 


tance is or should be the controlling factor in fixing 


divisions. “It is not the controlling factor in any 
sion in any part of the country,” he declared. 


Full Division Expected. 

Answering questions by Messrs. Clements and Ha: 
Garwood said he expected the Commission to allow 
Tremont & Gulf its full division for delivering a ca 
lumber from the Tremont Lumber Co.’s mill at Roche! 
to the Iron Mountain, three thowsand feet away, as 
wood said, “a few hundred feetsaway,” as the repo: 
the Commission said. 
$30 on a 60,000-pound loa 

Commiss 
Garwood d 


The division would be 
lumber for a haul of less than a mile. 
Clements looked Judge 
take that position. 

“The Iron Mountain, 3,000 feet away from the 
of the Tremont & Gulf, has a right to compete wit! 
Rock Island, thirty miles away, for the business of 
rying that carload of lumber to market,” said Garw 
“The Tremont & Gulf has a right to conserve its ener 


surprised that 
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delivering by the shortest route. The division is 
for the short haul, but goes to make a return on the 
le investment of the Tremont & Gulf. You must look 
at the whole investment—not merely the absolute cost 
of performing that short haul in a territory where the 
Tremont & Gulf is the equal, in roadbed and equipment, 


of any of the so-called trunk lines. 
“How long would the Iron Mountain be content to 


receive no tonnage from the Tremont & Gulf because 
latter refused to route any tonnage via the Iron 
because you allow only $1.50 for that haul 


It is the very theory of the law that there 
shall be competition between carriers so that shippers 


may get the benefit. It is the theory of the law that 
yne carrier shall bargain with another for the division of 
the through rate.” 

Judge Garwood frankly said that if the Commission 
does not retrace its steps, the whole weary road of liti- 
gation that has been going on for four years will have 
to be traveled again, because the little roads have ob- 
tained the right to and they are going to live. 


Mountain, 
of 3.000 feet? 


Rule for Denying Divisions. 

Judge Tompkins laid it down as a rule that the Com- 
mis-ion could deny divisions only to such roads as were 
built in territory where there could be no development 
of tonnage other than that furnished by the proprietary 
interest. He said that if there is no public to be served 

» Commission might adhere to its position. 

“But why not allow the presumption that the trunk 
and tap lines will agree upon divisions that will not be 
proceeding on the assumption that 
you must supervise the divisions?” asked Judge Tompkins. 

Commissioner Clements said the fact that the tap 
lines are owned by the lumber interests which are ship- 
the reason why the Commission must look at 
the whole transaction. 

“We want the Commission to fix these divisions,” said 
Judge Green. “We want the old divisions restored. We 
want a basis of reparation. The Fernwood & Gulf is a 
first-class little road, connecting the Illinois Central and 
New Orleans Great Northern, complying in all particulars 
with all state laws and the Act to regulate commerce. 
It runs two passenger trains every day and is a con- 
necting link in supplying New Orleans with milk. We 
want this Commission also to fix a true milling-in-transit 
on logs so that a mill, no matter where situated in this 
blanket territory, will have the benefit of the blanket 
rate from the point of origin of the logs, which is some- 
hing the Illinois Central does not allow, notwithstanding 
the original Yellow Pine decision in the complaint against 
the V. S. & P. Our road is losing $2,000 a month by 
reason of the decisions which have been decided to be 
wrong.” 

The other attorneys illuminated some of the highly 
technical parts of the cases pertaining to their own par- 
ticular clients. 


rebates, instead of 


pers, is 


Argument for Crittenden. 

the Crittenden, 
switching 
produced 


Mr. Marsilliott, in his argument for 
asked for a division of one cent instead of a 
allowance, such as the Commission made. He 
figures showing that the income of the road from the al- 
made is not sufficient to pay operating costs, 
especially on its Shell Lake branch. He said that unless 
relief is granted, the road will have to cease operatins. 
As to the Helena, Parkin & Northern, he said the traffic 
of the road was only 40 per cent of a prprietary character. 
He said the facts with regard to it were similar to those 


inces 
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of the Crittenden, and he rested both cases on the facts 
with regard to the Crittenden. 

Mr. Brady, in his argument for the Kentwood, Greens- 
burg & Southwestern, the Natchez, Columbia & Mobile 
and the New Orleans, Natalbany & Natchez, asked for a 
division of three cents for his three tap lines. He said 
the Commission must not only be fair, just and reasor- 
able, but liberal to the point of generosity in dealing 
with these roads, because they are the agencies for the 
deevlopment of the territory in which they operate. 

Mr. Sullivan, for the Gulf & Sabine, said that that 
company had hypothecated its stock for money with which 
to continue operations and unless relief comes that col- 
lateral must be sold to satisfy the creditors who have 
been keeping the road alive. 

If that stock should pass into the hands of persons 
other than stockholders of the proprietary lumber in- 
terest, the question of a rebate would disappear. The 
question as to the division of the through rate, which 
would then prevail as to all traffic, would, however, take 
its place if the trunk lines refused to give the tap line 
a division large enough to allow it to live. 


CAR BALANCE AND PERFORMANCE 


The bulletin of the American Railway Association 
covering car balance and performance for February, 1914, 
shows: 

The miles per car per day were 21.8, compared with 
22.9 for January. This figure for February, 1913, was 24.7. 

Ton-miles per car per day for February were 333, 
compared with 338 for January. This is a decrease of 
15.70 compared with the figure for February, 1913, which 
was 395. 

The proportion of home cars on line was 63 per cent, 
compared with 62 per cent in January. This is an in- 
crease of 11 points over February, 1913. 

The per cent of loaded car mileage increased from 
64.5 per cent in January to 67.5 per cent in February. 
This figure for February, 1913, was 70.1 per cent. 

The average earnings per car per day increased 2 
cents to $2.20 in February. This figure for February, 1913, 
was $2.54. 


NEW CLASSIFICATION OF MILES 


The Interstate Commerce Commission has made public 


a new classification of train-miles, locomotive-miles and 
car-miles to be kept as part of the accounting commanded 
by section 20 of the Interstate Commerce Act. The new 
classification goes into effect on July 1. Inasmuch as the 
American Railway Association has reviewed the rules or 
classification and the Commission had the co-operation of 
the standing committees on corporate, fiscal and general 
accounts of the Association of American Railway Account- 
ing Officers, the new classification is the best thought 
among the men who have to make up the accounts with 
which the classification deals. 

The definitions and rules have been considerably am- 
plified for the purpose of securing more uniform account- 
ing. Therefore, it is of great importance that employes 
required to keep statistics in connection with this part of 
the accounting work shall have their attention directed to 
them with some particularity. 

One of the most important additions is that the miles 
trains operate between terminals and stations to trans- 
port company material shall be included as transportation 
service miles whenever ton-mile statistics are kept. 
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The Open Forum 


A Department for the Use of Patrons and Friends of THE TRAFFIC-WORLD in the Discussion of 
the Topics Which Every Progressive Traffic Man, Whether Manager or 
Clerk, Has to Consider—Contributions Are Welcomed 


“GHeun einer fiir ein Blatt geachvieben hat, so wird er ein guter Freund des Blattes.” 


THE PRIDHAM CASE 





No recent decision of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission has invoked such widespread commegt and in- 
terest as the Pridham case, decided on April 6, 1914, in- 
volving the right to ship various articles of merchandise 
eastbound from California terminals in fiber boxes. 

While this case has, as decided, given shippers the 
right to use the fiber box as a container for various classes 
of merchandise eastbound, it has also served to focus 
the attention of the carriers directly and seriously on 
the fiber box, which has been in use a comparatively 
short time, and to the character of freight being offered 
for transportation in these boxes. 

While the complainants in this case have won their 
point, at the same time the carriers will undoubtedly 
from now on spend a considerable amount of effort in 
ascertaining the nature of the freight offered in these 
packages, with a view of bringing up the standard of 
such boxes and also restricting their use to the trans- 
portation of merchandise for which they are adapted. 


This case arose from a petition filed with the Com- 
mission by R. W. Pridham, a paper box manufacturer 
of Los Angeles, for relief from the discrimination against 
fiber boxes existing in eastbound transcontinental tariffs 
wherein commodity rates were quoted on various articles 
in wooden boxes, while the same articles packed in fiber 
boxes were subject to class rates, which in some in- 
stances were 200 or 300 per cent higher. 

Inasmuch as an adverse decision in this case would 
affect the entire fiber box industry, it was deemed ex- 
pedient by the various fiber box manufacturers to join 
Mr. Pridham in this case, and the entire industry thus 
became involved. 

Arrayed against them were the lumber interests of 
the country, and an immense mass of evidence was sub- 
mitted by both sides. The Commission has decided that 
the carriers must publish rules on their eastbound traffic, 
similar to those now shown in Western Classification, 
with respect to fiber boxes, which removes the discrimi- 
nation heretofore existing. 

The fiber package is of comparatively recent origin, 
but is coming into more general use every day. It offers 
many advantages over the wooden box, chief among which 
is the cheaper cost, lesser liability to pilferage, and re- 
duction in freight charges, due to light weight. 

These boxes are now being used to transport a great 
variety of merchandise, and as their popularity increases 
and competition springs up, there will be (and is, in 
fact, at present) a tendency to cheapen the quality of 
these packages by unscrupulous manufacturers. This 
tendency will undoubtedly progress to the point where 
the carrier, in order to protect himself and to check 
abuses, will begin to designate in tariffs and classifica- 
tions which commodities may, or may not, be carried 
in these packages, thus nullifying, to a certain degree, the 





benefits that might be expected to proceed from this 
decision. 

There is no doubt but that the carriers are 
making careful records of all freight moving in fiber 
boxes, with the idea of ultimately restricting the shipment 
of commodities unsuited to this kind of package. In fact, 
the decision expresses the opinion that some articles now 
packed in these boxes should be eliminated and leaves 
this matter for the carriers and the shippers to work out. 

Under the present rules, specifications laid down by 
the carriers are too technical to be applied by railroad 
employes, and the railroad companies are doubtless un- 
able to determine whether a certain manufacturer is 
complying with the rules or not; it is bound to accept 
his certificate as printed on the box. It is also unable 
to place the blame for violation of the rules, for the 
reason that while the manufacturer may turn out his 
box up to the required standards for handling certain 
merchandise, the shipper may be guilty of bad judgment 
or even of wilful carelessness in packing in these boxes 
merchandise they were never intended to carry, so that 
altogether the matter presents many perplexing angles. 

The paper box, however, is here to stay. It is eco 
nomical and efficient, when used with judgment, and 
the exercise of care and intelligence on the part of the 
shipper will undoubtedly clear the situation and forestall 
any drastic action on the part of the carrier. 

The decision goes into effect for two years, begin- 
ning July 1, and the shipper can well afford to improve 
the period in studying the subject carefully and working 
with the carriers, and thus help himself, in the economical 
operation of his business, and prevent any future restric- 
tions on the part of the railroads. 

J. M. Ford, Traffic Manager, Blake, Moffitt & Towne. 

Los Angeles, Cal., June 1, 1914. 
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DRY-GOODS MERCHANTS PROTEST 


from 
City, 
before 





A large delegation of dry-goods merchants 
St. Louis, Kansas City, St. Joe, Omaha, Sioux 
Minneapolis and other western cities appeared 
Examiner W. J. Wood of the Interstate Commerce Con- 
mission, in Chicago, Wednesday, in I. & S. 347, to pro- 
test against an advance in rail-and-lake rates on knit 
goods from Trunk Line territory to Chicago and the 
West. The advance contemplated by the railroads is 
from 44 cents a hundred pounds to 50 cents. The new 
tariff has been published, but is under suspension Dy 
the Commission pending an investigation of its reason 
ableness. The contemplated advance is opposed by all 
dry-goods jobbers handling knit goods in Chicago, St. 
Louis and Missouri River points. 

N. B. Chapin, chief of the tariff bureau of the New 
York Central lines, went on the stand in defense of ‘he 
advanced rate. Numerous dry-goods men also testified, 
and declared the proposed advance was discriminatory 
and would work additional hardships to their businss. 
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Conducted by 
CHARLES CONRADIS, 


General Counsel, The Traffic Service Bureau. 

in this department we shall answer simple questions relat- 
ing to the law of Interstate transportation of freight. Readers 
desiring special service by requiring immediate answer may 
secure privately written answers to their inquiries by the pay- 
ment ot 8 small fee, given on application. 

Address Legal Department, The Traffic Service 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C 


Delivery Should Be Made 
Lading. 

Tennessee.—“A shipper, designated as No. 1, at a 
point designated as A, ships to a consignee, desig- 
nated as No. 3, at a point designated as C, shipment 
for account of party designated No. 2, in this city, desig- 
nated as B, on a straight bill of lading. No. 3 has 
become heavily in debt to No. 2, and No. 2 desires 
that we withhold delivery, but the bill of lading has 
peen mailed to No. 3. You understand No. 2 bought 
from No. 1 and sold to No. 3, but No. 2 is not known 
in the bill of lading. Can the carrier legally withhold 
delivery of this shipment on guarantee of No. 2 that 
it will be reimbursed in case of any legal proceedings? 
In this case, would it change the situation if No. 2 had 
bill of lading in his possession and surrendered same 
to carrier with his request?” 

A earrier should deliver goods only in accordance 
with the bill of lading, and takes the risk of a delivery 
to the person entitled to the same. The consignee 
named in the bill of lading, in “straight” consignments, 
is presumptively the owner of the goods, and must be 
treated by the carrier as the absolute owner until it 
has had notice to the contrary; and a delivery to the 
consignee without such notice will discharge the car- 
rier. If the consignee, or shipper, would retain the 
ownership or control of the goods he should notify the 
carrier of such fact at the time of delivering the goods 
to the initial carrier for transportation, and such owner- 
ship or control is usually evidenced by an order bill 
of lading, that is, shipping the goods deliverable to the 
order of the consignor for and on account of the con- 
signee, and under which bill of lading a surrender 
thereof, properly endorsed, is required before the carrier 
may deliver the goods. 

While a carrier can ordinarily refuse delivery to the 
party entitled to possession of the goods, if the latter 
fails to present a proper bill of lading, yet the deliver- 
ing carrier would not be justified in refusing delivery 
in the instance above described, if the consignor did 
not give express instructions to the carrier’s agent at 
the place and time of shipment not to deliver the goods 
to the consignee named without the bill of lading being 
produced, and this particularly holds true in the present 
instance on account of the shipper not being the con- 
signor and a party of the bill of lading. A bill of lad- 
ing consigned to No. 3, in- the possession of No. 2, 
without the endorsement of No. 3, transfers no rights 


to No. 2 which a carrier needs to recognize. 
* oa - 


Bureau, 


Rate Should Apply According to Movement. 
Oklahoma—‘“We recently shipped a number of 
berishable shipments over two lines of railroad, accept- 
ing a bill of lading through to destination from carrier 
A expecting delivery to be made by carrier B. Before 
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the delivery could be made by carrier B a bridge on 
their line was washed out, delaying traffic for an indefi- 
nite period. Carrier B returned the shipment to car- 
rier A, and likewise A to the point of origin, and in 
rendering expense bill carrier A assessed charges on 
all shipments through to destination, just as if the 
service had been rendered. Now, this is the first case 
of this kind that we have had called to our attention, 
and we would like you, if possible, to advise us what 
the correct charges on these return shipments should 
have been; that is, should the carrier collect freight 
for the transportation of the shipment from point of 
origin through to destination even though the service 
had not been performed in full, or should the carrier 
charge us freight on the shipments as far as _ trans- 
ported, and then charge for the return shipments?” 

In the shipment of perishable freight, where the 
risk of decay or deterioration might be incurred by the 
carrier holding the same pending the time when the 
goods might be safely forwarded, or while awaiting 
routing instructions from the owner, the courts have 
generally held that the rate should be adjusted on the 
basis of the amount found in proportion to the journey 
performed, not at the place where the accident hap- 
pened, but at that where the shipment was accepted by 
the owner. It would seem from the rulings heretofore 
made by the Interstate Commerce Commission that the 
carrier may return perishable goods to the shipper, 
when delivery is impossible, or make such other dispo- 
sition as the circumstances warrant. But as the con- 
tract of carriage, under such conditions, has not been 
wholly completed, and as the shipper is in no wise to 
blame for the causes that interfered with the comple- 
tion of the journey, the carrier would be entitled to 
collect as freight charges only its local rate to the 
junction point where the shipment was interrupted and 
its local rate for the return shipment to point of origin; 
that is, it must apply the legal rate in accordance with 
the actual movement. See Rules 146 and 147, Confer- 
ence Rulings Bulletin 6. 

* * * 


Time Within Which to Deliver Goods. 


Missouri—‘“A shipment of trees from a point in 
Missouri is consigned to a point in New Jersey. Trees 
are perishable and are packed to stand about fifteen 
days in transit. The shipment in question arrived at 
destination in thirty-three days, consignee refused trees 
on account of delay, and trees are evidently worthless. 


Is the railroad responsible for the loss of this ship- 
ment?” 


It is only by special contract made at the time of 
shipment that a carrier could be held responsible for 
delivery at a particular time, or requiring expedition in 
the shipment. That is to say, where no time is ex- 
pressly agreed upon within which the carrier is bound 
to complete the transportation of the goods, all that is 
required of it is that it must be done with all con- 
venient dispatch, what is commonly defined as a reason- 
able time. What is a reasonable time is a question of 
fact for determination by a jury. If a shipment ordi- 
narily moves within fifteen days between two given 
points, while it required thirty-three days to transport 
it in a particular case, this is evidence in proof of the 
charge that the carrier has been guilty of unreasonable 
delay, and the burden would be upon it of showing 
that the delay was unavoidable and for causes beyond 
the contro] of the carrier. In the shipment of perish- 
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able freight greater care and expedition is required than 
in the shipment of non-perishable freight. The law 
implies a promise or duty upon the carrier to exercise 
due care and diligence to guard against delays; but if 
they occur without its fault or negligence, and it has 
omitted no reasonable effort to secure the safety of 
the goods, it will be excused. 

Although the carrier may have delayed the carriage 
for an unreasonable length of time, the consignee is still 
bound to receive the goods when tendered where the 
delivery is required to be made, unless the goods have 
become wholly worthless; and if by the unreasonable 
delay the goods have deteriorated, or their market value 
has fallen, or they have arrived too late for the mar- 
ket, the consignee’s remedy is an action for damages 
against the carriers. If the trees in question became 
wholly worthless, or had no market value because of 
an unreasonable delay, the carrier would be liable in 
their full value. 


* * * 
Special Damages Recoverable Only on Notice of Special 
Circumstances. 


MasSachusetts.—“‘On Sept. 12, 1913, we made a ship- 
ment of street car advertising matter to Brooklyn, 








Note.—Items in the Docket marked with an asterick (*) are 
new and have not been carried in the publication during the 
preceding week, 





June 15—Washington, D. C.—Examiner J. Edgar Smith: - 
6820—Sttandard Mirror Co. vs. Va. & S. W. Ry. Co. et al. 
Fourth Section Applications No. 945 and 1548. 
6403—Guilford Foundry Co. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. 

Fourth Section Application No. 1548. 
6676—Standard Mirror Co. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 


June 15—Little Rock, Ark.—Examiner Flynn: 
6736—H. D. Williams Cooperage Co. vs. L. V. R. R. Co. et al. 
June 15—Phoenix, Ariz.—Examiner Pugh: 
6207—Graham & Gila County Traffic Assn. vs. Arizona Eastern 
R. R. Co. et al, 
6208—Graham & Gila County Traffic Assn. vs. Arizona East- 
ern R. R. Co. et al. (also fourth section involved in 6208). 
Fourth Section Applications Nos. 
1120 of Southern Pacific Co. 
1220 of Southern Pacific Co. 
2060 of J. F. Tucker, Agent. 
3732 of Denver & Rio Grande R. R. 
4621 of Union Pacific R. R. 
6640—Calumet & Arizona Mining Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. 


June 15—Grand Island, Neb.—Examiner Gibson: 
6755—Edwin F. Myers vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. 
June 15—Green Bay, Wis.—Examiner Henderson: 
6632—Platten Produce Co. vs.’M. St. P. & S. S. M. Ry. Co. 
et al. (Postponed.) 
6778—Paine Lumber Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. et al. 
4880—Thomas Produce Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 


June 15—Tucson, Ariz.—Examiner Pugh: 
6207—Graham & Gila Co. Traffic Assn. vs. Ariz. East R, R. 
Co. et al. 
6208—Graham & Gila Co. Traffic Assn. vs. Ariz. East R. R. 
Co, et al. (Fourth Section application involved in No. 6208.) 
6640—Calumet & Ariz. Mining Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. 


June 16—Milwaukee, Wis.—Examiner Henderson: 

6242—United States Glue Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. et al 

6261—Chamber of Commerce of the City of Milwaukee vs 

6377—L. Rosenheimer Malt and Grain Co. vs. St. P. M. & O. 
Ry. Co. et al. 

6378_-Jottelet & Co. vs. C. & O. Ry. Co. et al. 

Fourth Section Application No. 1548 of Southern Ry. Co., in 
connection with No. 6378. 
M. St. P. & S. S. M. Ry. Co. et al. 


June 16—Washington, D. C.—Examiner J. Edgar Smith: 
et al. 
6826—Snow Lumber Co. vs. Raleigh, Charlotte & Sou. Ry. Co. 
6237—Massie & Pierce vs. A. C. L. R. x Co. et al. 
$243—Union Tanning Co. vs. Sou. Ry. 
June 16—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner ieee” 
3056—Commercial Club of Omaha vs. Anderson & Saline River 
R. R. Co, et al. (Postponed.) (This relates solely to re- 
hearings of the reparation cases of Bradford- Kennedy Co.; 
Cc. N. Dietz Lumber Co.; Walrath & Sherwood Lumber Co.; 
and McShane Lumber Co.) 
June 17—Phoenix, Ariz.—Examiner Pugh: 
6422—Arizona Corporation Commission vs. A. T. & 9. F. Ry. 
Co. et al. 
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N. Y., which was lost in transit. We had signed a 
contract with the consignee for a certain amount of 
space in the street cars of Brooklyn. Of course, since 
this shipment did not arrive at destination, we had to 
forfeit the amount of rent for the space which we did 
not use. Further, for this advertisement we had sey 
eral plates made up which are absolutely worthless to 
us for any further use. In November last we entered 
claim against the carrier which covered the printing 
and stock of these cards, as well as the amount of rent 
which we had to pay, together with the cost of making 
the special plates for the advertising matter, and the 
above claim has been declined and the railroad has 
referred us to section 3, paragraph 2, of the conditions 
on the bill of lading. Accordingly we would request 
you give us your opinion of this claim, whether or not 
we can expect to collect anything more than the actua 
cost of the cards and the printing.” 

If the goods moved under the uniform bill of lad 
ing, and no further agreement was made at the time of 
shipment concerning the amount of damages to be paid 
in case of loss or delay, the carrier would be limited i: 
this liability to the value of the goods at the place and 
time of shipment, in accordance with paragraph 2, sec 
tion 3, of the Uniform Bill of Lading. 


Docket of The Commission 


4981—Pacific Creamery Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. 
$255—-Solomon Wickersham Co, vs. Ariz. East R. R. Co. et al 
Fourth Section application No. 1161 of Southern Pacific (in 
connection with Docket No. 6255). 
June 17—Milwaukee, Wis.—Examiner Henderson: 
6435—Petit Salt Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 
6675—Waukesha Lime and Stone Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. R) 
Co. et al. 
6722—Albert Trostel & Sons vs. L. V. R. R. Co. 
June 17—Indianapolis, Ind.—Examiner Wood: 
|. & S. 389—Cement rates from Mitchell, Ind. 
June 17—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Gibson: 
6375—Omaha Bicycle Co. et al. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. et a 
6716—C. W. Hull Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
6726—C. W. Hull Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 
6267—Jerpe Commission Co. vs. U. P. R. R. Co. 
June 17—Washington, D. C.—Examiner J. Edgar Smith: 
6326—W. A. Wimsatt, trading as Johnson & Wimstatt, vs. Ga 
So. & Fla. Ry. Co. et al. 
.6507—Petterman Bowl and Column Mfg. Co. vs. Sou. Ry. C 
in Miss. et al. 
6540—W. F. McDiarmid Co. vs. Pa. R. R. Co. 


June 17—Muskogee, Okla.—Examiner Flynn: 
6797—Standard Roofing Co. et al. vs, M. K. & T. Ry. Co. eta 
June 18—Hearing of Docket 6195, Heileman Brewing Co. et al 
vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. et al., now assigned before Ex 
aminer Henderson at La Crosse, Wis., is postponed to 
date to be hereafter fixed. 


June 18—McAlester, Okla.—Examiner Flynn: 
6781—Chas. E. Lewis vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co. et al. 
6881—McAlester Fuel Co. vs. M. K. & T. Ry. Co. et al 

June 18—Indianapolis Ind.—Examiner Wood: 

1. & S. 435—Car spotting charges. 
6850—Indianapolis Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. B. & M 
R. R. et al. 

June 18—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Gibson: 
6437—George H. Lee Co. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. et al 
6412—Nebraska Bridge Supply and Lumber Co. vs. Ala. Gt. 5 

R. R. Co. et al. 
6660—H. N. Jewett vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. et al. 

June 18—Washington, D. C.—Examiner J. Edgar Smith: 
6496—Ellis & Myers Lumber Co. vs. Virginian Ry. Co. et 
Fourth Section Application No. 919. 
6704—Geo. R. Gregg & Co. vs. N. Y. C. & H. R. R. R. (0 


et al. 

6718—Oakland Motor Car Co. vs. Grand Trunk Ry. ‘ 
Canada et al. 

June 18—Phoenix, Ariz.—Examiner Pugh: 

1. & S. 4384—Less than carload freight reconsignment priv 
ileges. 

6806—-Arizona Corporation Commission vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry 
Co. et al. 


June 18—La Crosse, Wis.—Examiner Henderson: 
6195—G. Heileman Brewing Co. et al. vs. C. B. & Q. R.B 
Co, et al. 
6637—John Gund Brewing Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. et 
6782—West Salem Canning Co. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. et 


June 19—Phoenix, Ariz.—Examiner Pugh: 
6346—Motorcycle Co. vs, Ariz, East R. R. Co. 


al 
al 
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June 13, 1914 


6460—I. M. George vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 

6514—L. G. Ochsenreiter vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 

6553—Arizona Corporation Commission vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
o. et al. 

June 19—Washington, D. C.—Examiner J. Edgar Smith: 
6858—American Woolen Co. vs. N. Y. N. H. & H. R. R. Co. 
6863—Patent Cereals Co. vs. L. V. R. R. Co. 

June 19—Denison, Tex.—Examiner Flynn: 
6877—Hughes & McCoy vs. R. R. I. & G. Ry. Co. et al. 

June 19—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Gibson: 

§6462—E. A. Nordstrom vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 
6652—MeShane Lumber Co. vs. G. C. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
6692—Sunderland Bros. Co. vs. C. & A. R. R. Co. et al. 
6694—Lee-Coit-Andreesen Hardware Co. vs. Crosby Transp 
Co. et al. 
June 19—Dienison, Tex.—Examiner Flynn: 
¢ Fourth Section Application No. 175 of the C. R. L. & 
Co. (in connection with Hughes & McCoy vs. the C. 
&« P. Ry. Co. and others, Docket No. 6877). 
June 20—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Gibson: 
* Fourth Section Applications: 
831 of the Great Northern Ry. Co. 
2045 of the Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. 
2809 of the C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. 
in connection with 6813, the Hynes Elevator Co. et al. vs. 
the C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al.). 

June 20—Omaha, Neb.—Examiner Gibson: 
6471—Gate City Malt Co. vs. C. St. P. M. & O. Ry. Co. 
66099—Thomas J. Gwynn vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. 
6813—Hynes Elevator Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 

June 20—Ft. Worth, Tex.—Examiner Flynn: 
6449—Stowers Grain Co. vs. St. L. I. M. & So. Ry. Co. et 
§693—L. D. Smith et al, vs. T. & P. Ry. Co. et al. 
§536—Siouthern Produce Co. vs. T. & P. Ry. Co. 

June 20—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Henderson: 
§6160—Minneapolis Threshing Machine Co. vs. Minn. & St. L. 

R. R. Co. et al, 
6181—Minneapolis Threshing Machine Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. 
9. M. Ry. Co. et al. 
§202—Red Wing Linseed Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 
6296—Northwestern Feed Co. vs. C. R. lL & P. Ry. Co. 
Fourth Section Application No. 2042 of W. H. Hosmer, agent, 
n connection with No. 6202. , 

July 22—Charleston, W. Va.—Examiner Hart: 
* 5572—Campbell’s Creek Coal Co. vs. Ann 

et al. 

* 5584—Campbell’s 

et al. 

* 5651—H. C. Dickinson et al. vs. Ann Arbor R. R. Co. 

June 22—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Smith: 
*5171—K, & P. Lumber Co. vs. K. C. Sou. Ry. Co. 

June 22—Nashville, Tenn.—Examiner Hines: 

* §6792—Nickey & Sons Co. et al. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. 
* 6822—Nashville Lumbermen’s Club vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. 

Hearing at 2 p. m.— 

* 6798—Nashville Lumbermen’s Club vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. 
June 22—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Wood: 
770—Western, Dodson & Co. et al. vs. Central R. R. of N. J. 

June 22—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Berry: 

1. & §S. 438—Reshipping rates on grain 
from Omaha, Neb., and other points to 
R. R. stations in Illinois and Missouri. 

June 22—Duluth, Minn.—Examiner Gibson: 
$416—Curry & White Co. et al. vs. D. & I. R. R. Co. et al. 
June 22—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Wood: 
oi Western, Dodson & Co. et al. vs. Cent. R. R. Co. of 


et al. 


Arbor R. R. Co 


Creek R. R. Co. vs. Ann Arbor R. R. Co 


et al. 


et al. 


products 
Alten 


and grain 
Chicago & 


June 22—Washington, D. C.—Examiner J. Edgar Smith: 
6453—O’Connee Brick and Tile Co. vs. S. A. L. Ry. et al. 

June 22—Dallas, Tex.—Examiner Flynn: 
6451—Texas Refining Co. vs. Ala. & Vicks. Ry. Co. et al. 
6433—Brown Cracker and Candy Co. vs. Atlanta & W.P. R. R 
“Sone Bros. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co. et al. 

: Co. et al. 

June 22—Los Angeles, Cal.—Examiner Pugh: 
\. & §. 379—Hide rates to Los Angeles, Cal. 
6559—American Live Stock Assn. et al. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al 
6529—Edmund Peycke Co. vs. Wells Fargo Co et al. 

June 22—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Henderson: 
6312—National Pole Co. et al. vs. Minn. & Int. Ry. Co. 
6359—Fullerton Lumber Co. vs. C. R. lL & P. Ry. Co. et al. 
6420—Bruer Bros. Lumber Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. 


June 23—Los Angeles, Cal.—Examiner Pugh: 

6046—Lee, Chamberlain & Co. vs. D. & R. G. R. R. Co. et al. 

$515—Coaling, Water and Electric Co. vs. Gulf, Colorado & 
Santa Fe Ry. Co. et al. 

6517—General Construction Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 


June 23—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Henderson: 
6561—McCaull-Dinsmore Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 
6673—McCaull-Dinsmore Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. 
mae Western Lumber and Grain Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. 

iv. oO. 
6639—Gamble-Robinson Co. et al. vs. Chicago Great Western 
R. R. Co. et al. 


June 24—Marshall, Tex.—Examiner Flynn: 
6855—Marshall Car Wheel and Foundry Co. vs. T. & P. Ry. 


Co. et al. 


June 24—Detroit, Mich.—Examiner Brown: 
. 534—Huron Portland Cement Co. vs. L. V. R. R. Co. et al. 
6842—Buick Motor Co. et al. vs. P. & R. Ry. Co. et al. 


June 24—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Henderson: 
Fourth Section Application No. 1548 of the Southern Ry. Co. 
(in connection with Drake Marble and Tile Co. vs. the Sou. 
Ry. Co., Docket No.' 6827). 
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June 24—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Henderson: 
6522—E. P. Stacy Fruit Co. vs. Northern Express Co. et al. 
* 6783—Drake Marble and Tile Co. vs. N. Y. Cent. & Western 
Ry. Co. et al. . 
1, & S. 404—Transit privileges on grain and grain products 
at St. Croix Falls, Wis. 
June 25—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Berry: 
* 6746—Eastern Shore Development S. 8S. Co. vs. 
Co. et al. 

June 25—Memphis, Tenn.—Examiner Hines: 

* 6390—Memphis Freight Bureau vs. St. L. I. M. & S. Ry. Co. 

et al. 

June 25—Beaumont, Tex.—Examiner Flynn: 
$501—Charles L. Wallis vs. T. & N. O. R. R. Co. et al. 
$754—Chamber of Commerce of the City of Beaumont vs 

G. C. & §. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
Fourth Section Application No. 628. 
§6594—Beaumont Iron Works vs. G. C. & S. F. Ry. Co. 

June 26—San Francisco, Cal.—Examiner Pugh: 
bata Jose Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 

et al. 
l. & §. 405—Transcontinental class and commodity rates to 
and from Marysville, San Jose and Santa Clara, Cal. 
6803—G. W. Hume et al. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. 

June 26—Saginuw, Mich.—Examiner Brown: 

* Sepa uanione Bean Jobbers’ Assn. vs. Grand R. & I. Ry. Co 

et al. 

* 1. & S. 439—Transit Regulations on grain and dried beans ait 

points on the Michigan Central R. R. 

* 6196—Saginaw Milling Co. et al. vs. Mich. Cent. R. R. Co 

et al. 

June 26—Duluth, Minn.—Examiner Henderson: 
5545—Fitzsimmons-Palmer Co. vs. Northern Pacific Ry. \o 

et al. 
6274—Duplex Mfg. Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. 
6650—Bradley Timber and Ry. Supply Co. vs. Minn. & Im 
Ry. Co. et al. 

June 27—Port Arthur, Tex.—Examiner Flynn: 
6001—Basin Supply Co. vs. Texarkana & Ft. Smith Ry. Co. 
6162—Port Arthur Rice Milling Co. vs, T. & N. O. R. R. Co. 

et al. 

June 29—St. 

* |. & S. 454—Rates on 

Oklahoma points. 

* 1. & S, 422—Export rates on grain and grain products from 

Kansas City, Mo.-Kan., to Port Arthur, Tex. 

June 29—Portland, Ore.—Examiner Pugh: 
6490—Anson, Gilkey & Hurd Co. et al. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. 
6523—City of Astoria, Ore., vs. Spokane, P. & S. Co. et al. 

June 29—Kalamazoo, Mich.—Examiner Brown: 
6625—Michigan Paper Mills Traffic Assn. et al, vs. A. T. & 

S. F. et al. 

June 29—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Wood: 

* 6837—Wright Coal and Coke Co. vs, Hagerstown & Frederick 
Ry. Co. et al. 

June 30—Portland, Ore.—Examiner Pugh: 

* 6419—Portland Chamber of Commerce vs. C. 
Co. et al. 

June 30—San Antonio, Tex.—Examiner Flynn: 
6555—Alama Iron Works vs. P. R. R. Co. et al. 

6740—S.. C. Timpson Brokerage Co. vs. Ariz. East. R. R. Co. 
et al. 

June 30—Washington, D. C.—Examiner Wood: 

* 6882—Illinois Leather Co. et al. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. 

June 30—Portland, Ore.—Examiner Pugh: 
6143—Idaho Junk House et al. vs. Ore.-Wash. R. R. & Nav. 


Co. et al. 
6252—Fleischner, Mayer & Co. vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 


ar 1i—Portland, Ore.—Examiner Pugh: 
60—Salem Iron Works et al. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. et al. 
6283—Northwestern Fruit Exchange vs. Payette Valley R. R. 
6292—Pacific Fruit and Produce Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. 
— & Criswell vs. Ore.-Wash, R. R. & Nav. Co. 
et al. 
July 1—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Brown: 
ae Assn, of Ice Cream Mfrs. vs. Adams Express 
so. et al. 
July 1—Waco, Tex.—Examiner Flynn: 
6198—Wm. Cameron & Co. vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. Co. et al. 
6427—Wm. Cameron & Co. vs. Tex. & Ft. S. Ry. Co. et al. 
ee pone Grocery Co. vs. M. La, & T. R. R. & S. S. Co. 
et al. 
July 1—St. Louis, Mo.—Examiner Hines: 
* 6890—Coal Operators’ Traffic Bureau of St. L. vs. 
R. R. Assn. of St. Louis et al. 
July 1—New York, N. Y.—Commissioner Hall: 
* 5421—Private wire contracts. 
July 2—New York, N. Y.—Commissioner Hall: 
* 5130—W. N. White & Co. vs. Western Union Telegraph Co. 
July 2—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Brown: 
1. & S. 419—Rules governing shipments of packing house 
products and other freight shipped in peddlar cars. 
July 2—Stamford, Tex.—Examiner Flynn: 
6828—Stamford Cycle Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
July 2—Portland, Ore.—Examiner Pugh: 
6493—California Corrugated Culvert Co. vs. Ala. Gt. 
R. R. Co. et al. 
6675—Dant & Russell vs. Gilmore & Pittsburgh R. R. Co. 
July 6—Seattle, Wash.—Examiner Pugh: 
1. & S. 391—Transit privileges on carload shipments of fish. 
\. & S. 399—Rates on melons from California points, 
July 6—El Paso, Tex.—Examiner Flynn: 
a7 samen Zork & Moyes vs. Pecos & Nor. Tex. Ry. Co. 
et al. 


B. & O. R. R. 


Louis, Mo.—Examiner Hines: = 
petroleum road oil and tailings from 


M. & St. P. Ry. 


et al. 


Terminal 


Sou. 
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6416—McArthur Bros. Co. vs. El Paso & S. W. Co. 
ae Valley Oil and Cotton Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. 
et al. 
July 6—Boston, Mass.—Commissioner Hall: 
* 6/85—New England Paper and Pulp Traffic Assn. vs. B. & 
M. R. R. et al. 
July 6—Chicago, Ill.—Examiner Brown: 
6687—F. W. Stock & Sons vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 
July 7—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Brown: 
6/96—San Toy Coal Co. vs. Akron, 
Ry. Co. et al. 
July 8—Chicago, Ill—Examiner Brown: 
|. & S. 428—Class rates from Terre Haute, Ind., and other 
points to Kansas City, Mo., and other destinations. 
July 8—Boise, Idaho.—Examiner Pugh: 
6 Boise Lumber Co. vs. Pacific & Idaho Nor. Ry. Co. et al. 
July 9—Chicago, I1l.—Commissioner Hall: 
* 5421—Private wire contracts. 
iy 9— Roswell, _N. M.—Examiner Flynn: 
$507—J. M. Hail & Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
July 3—Boise, Idaho—Examiner Pugh: 
6712—Public Utilities Commission of State of Idaho vs. O. S. 
L. R. R. et al. 


July 10—Oklahoma City, Okla.—Hxaminer Berry: 





Canton & Youngstown 


* 1. & S. 446—Rates on iron and steel articles to points in 
Oklahoma, 
July 10—Milwaukee, Wis.—Examiner Brown: 
6446—City of Milwaukee vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. 
|. & S. 450—Switching rates at Milwaukee, Wis. 
July 10—Boise, Idaho—Examiner Pugh: 
6531—Crane Falls Power and Irrigation Co. vs. O. S. L. 
R. R. Co. 
oui SO Amierilie, Tex.—Examiner Flynn: 
6258—Fifer Caudle vs. Union Pac. R. R. Co. et al. 
6440—-Fifer Caudle vs. Union Pac. R. R. Co. 
July 13—Wichita,e Kan.—Examiner Berry: 
* 6799—Wichita Business Assn, vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al 
July 13—Woodward, Okla.—Examiner Flynn: 
6737—J. H. Criswell vs. Wichita Falls & N. W. Ry. Co. et al 
July 13—Colorado Springs, Colo.—Commissioner Hall: 
* 6886—Montrose and Delta Counties Freight Rate Assn. vs. 
D. & R. G. R. R. et al. 
* 6887—-Montrose and Delta Counties Freight Rate Assn. vs. 
D. & R. G. R. R. et al. 
* 6888—Montrose and Delta Counties Freight Rate Assn. vs. 
D. & R. G. R. R. et al. 
July 14—Peoria, Il1l._—Examiner Brown: 
6684—Chicago, Ottawa & Peoria Ry. vs. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. 


et al. 


July 14—Colorado Springs, Colo.—Commissioner Hall: 
* 6876—Alliance Alfalfa Hay Co. vs. Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 


July 14—Wichita, Kan.—Examiner Flynn: 

6 ~ & Stranahan et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 
et al. 

$176—Comly Lumber Co. vs. Colo. & Sou. Ry. Co. et al. 
6339—K. B. H. Milling Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 
Fourth Section Application No. 4218. 
6575—W. H. Nichols et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
6607—Rapson Coal Mining Co. vs. K. C. Mex. & Orient Ry. 


Co. et al. 
6754—W. M. & T. R. Peck vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 
6811—Jones & Hurst et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 


Fourth Section Applications Nos. 964 and 1862. 


July 14—Denver, Colo.—Examiner Pugh: 
\. " .. 378—Live stock rates from Texas and New Mexico 
points. 
77 aAmerionn National Live Stock Assn. et al. vs. Sou. Pac. 
et al. 


July 15—Des Moines, Ia.—Examiner Berry: 
* 1. & S. 443—Rating on live poultry in Western Trunk Line 
territory. 


July 15—Colorado Springs, Colo.—Commissioner Hall: 
* 6766—Iowa State Board of R. R. Commissioners et al. 
A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 
July 15—Denver, Colo.—Examiner Pugh: 
|. & S. 421—Cancellation of routes in connection with carload 
shipments of wool and mohair from stations in Colorado, 
New Mexico and Utah to eastern destinations. 
OP Reaehek-Quigity- Russel Construction Co. vs. Sou. Ry. 
0. et al. 
6362—Browne Iron Works vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. et al. 
6767—Lawrence M. Purcell vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. et al. 


July 16—Des Moines, Ia.—Examiner Berry: 
* 6879—U. S. Button Co. vs. C. R. Il. & P. Ry. Co. 


July 16—Quincy, Ill—Examiner Brown: 
\. & S. 431—Class and commodity rates to and from Quincy, 
Ill, and group. 
July 17—Ft. Scott, Kan.—Examiner Flynn: 
reat Western Oil Refining Co. vs. M. K. & T. Ry. Co. 
6529—Ireland & Rollings vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. Co. et al. 
Fourth Section Applications Nos. 703, 799 and 1573. 
6565—Great Western Oil Refining Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. 
6678—Lipscomb Grain and Seed Co. vs. St. L. & S. F. R. R. 
Co. et al. 
July 18—Salt Lake City, Utah—Commissioner Hall: 
* 6805—Utah Junk Co. vs. C. P. & St. L. Ry. Co. et al. 
* ¢458—W. J. Shellenberger Mercantile Co. vs. D. & R. G. et al. 
* a Wholesale Grocery Co. vs. Norf. & West. Ry. Co. 
et al. 
July 20—Salt Lake City, Utah—Commissioner Hall: 
*t, & S&S. 411—Class and commodity rates to Salt Lake City, 
Utah, and other points. 
July 20—Topeka, Kan.—Examiner Flynn: 
6330—Burton Homer Pugh vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et al. 


vs. 
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6554—Road Supply & Metal Co. vs. C. R. lL & P. Ry. C 
6558—Pugh Mfg. Co. vs. C. R. I. & P. Ry. Co. et al. 
6568—Topeka Packing Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. et 
July 21—Superior, Wis.—Examiner Berry: 
* 6788—Superior Mfg. Co. vs. M. St. P. & S. S. M. Ry. Co 
July 22—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Berry: 
* 1. & S. 448—Rates on coke from Chicago and Peoria, | t 
St. Paul, Duluth, Minn., and other points. 
July 23—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Berry: } : 
* 6794—Northwestern Elevator Co. et al. vs. Gt. Nor. Ry ( 
July 23—Smith Center, Kan.—Examiner Flynn: 
5877—S. C. Walker & Son. vs. C. R. lL. & P. Co. et al. 
July 24—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Berry: 
* 6801—E. C. Best Co. vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. Co. 
July 24—Leavenworth, Kan.—Examiner Flynn: 
6367—Elverton E. Fuller vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. 
July 25—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Berry: 
* 6552—Lampert Lumber Co, et al. vs. Gt. Nor. Ry. et al 
July 27—Minneapolis, Minn.—Examiner Berry: ; 
* 1, & §S. 401—Rates on potatoes to stations in Missour 
kansas and Oklahoma. 
* 6715—Interior Lumber Co. vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. Co. et al. 
Sept. 28—Washington, D. C.—Commissioner Meyer: 
6370—In the matter of rates, practices, rules and regulations 
governing the transportation of iron ore. 


APPLICATIONS UNDER PANAMA CANAL ACT. 


Hearings at Cleveland, O., Federal Building, 10:00 A. M. 
June 22—6571—Duluth, South Shore & Atlantic Ry. Co., Mich- 
igan Central R. R. Co., Grand Rapids & Indiana Ry. (\ 
(Mackinac Transportation Co.) 
22—6614—Chicago & Erie R. R. Co. (tugs, 
barges, etc., on Chicago River and harbor). 
23—6618—The Pennsylvania Co. (The Pennsylvania-Ontari 
Transportation Co.). 


> 


June car floats 


June 


June 23—6666—The Canadian Pacific Ry. Co. (The Pennsyl- 
vania-Ontario Transportation Co.). 

June 24—6624—The Grand Trunk Ry. Co. of Canada (The On- 
tario Car Ferry Co.). 

June 24—6671—The Buffalo, Rochester & Pittsburgh Ry. Co 
(The Ontario Car Ferry Co.). 

June 25—6616—Erie R. R. Co. (The Lake Keuka Navigation Co 
only). 

June 25—6709—The Ann Arbor R. R. Co. (car ferries). 

June 26—6691—The Pere Marquette R. R. Co. (various car fer- 
ries), The Pere Marquette R. R. Co., The Bessemer & 
Lake Erie R. R. Co. (The Marquette & Bessemer Dock 
and Navigation Co.). 

June 26—6786—The Grand Trunk Western Ry. Co. (Grand Trunk 


Milwaukee Car Ferry Co.). 


DIGEST OF NEW COMPLAINTS 


No. 6915. Platt Produce Co., Stockton, Cal., vs. Atchison, To- 
peka & Santa Fe et al. table 
Against a failure to absorb storage charges On vegelabies 

at Stockton, while doing so at Antioch, leading to excess 
charges and alleged discrimination. Asks for reparation. 
No. 6920. Weakley & Worman Co., Dayton, O., vs. Cincinnat 
Hamilton & Dayton. ad 
Unjust and unreasonable demurrage charges, carload ship- 
ment of canned fruits. Asks for reparation. ; 
No, 6921. Industrial Traffic Assn., Philadelphia, Pa., vs. Penn- 
sylvania R. R. Co. et al. Unjust and unreasonable charges 
on shipments of haircloth from Philadelphia to points In 
Official Classification territory. Asks for cease and desist 
order, hearing and investigation, and establishment of just 
and reasonable ratings. 





Balti- 


No. 6922. Industrial Traffic Assn., Philadelphia, Pa., vs. Bail 
more & Ohio R. R. et al. Unjust and unreasonable classifi 
eations and ratings on furnace, stove or roofing tile cemen' 


from Philadelphia to points in Official Classification territory. 
Ask for just and reasonable rates. naa 
No. 6842, Sub. No. 1. Weston-Mott Co., Flint, Mich., vs. Phila- 
delphia & Reading et al. a 
Against a fifth-class rating on bar steel, Reading, 1a. 
Flint, Mich., as unjust and unreasonable. Ask for a rate ™ 
to exceed sixth class, and reparation. ; , 
No. 6923. Virginia-Carolina Chemical Co., Richmond, V2., ¥§ 
Louisville & Nashville et al. : 
Unreasonable and excessive rates on nitrate of soda Pen- 
sacola, Fla., to Shreveport, La., the through rate being ” 
excess of available intermediates. Ask for a reasonable rile 


and reparation. rgan's 


No, 6924. Isaac Joseph Iron Co., Cincinnati, O., vs. M 
Louisiana & Texas R. R. & S. 9. Co. et al. ss 
Excessive joint through rates on scrap iron, Housto! Tex, 


sums 


to Chicago. Ill., the through rates being in excess of t! 
of the locals, . J 

No. 6925. Iola Cement Mills Traffic Assn. et al., Iola, Kan. 
A. T. & S. F. et al. 


Arbitrary and unreasonable grouping in the matter : 
cement rates from Iola to Kansas City, leading to alle; d ex 
cessive blanket rates. Ask for maxima rates, the rearrang 


ent of the groupings, carload minimums, etc. 
No. 6915, Sub. = 2 J B. Nims, Stockton, Cal., vs. A T.! 
= tal 
Excessive charges on shipments of vegetables throug } 
ure to absorb storage charges. Reparation asked for. 1! 
No. 6926. Great Western Smelting & Refining Co., Chicas, ™ 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 


Against a rate of $2 per 100 pounds on scrap bras Sal 
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neisco to St. Louis, as unreasonable, unjust and excessive. 
Cease and desist order and reparation asked for. 


No. 6927, Pittmans & Dean Co., Detroit, Mich., vs. Grand 
Trunk Ry. Co. et al. 
ixcessive demurrage and switching charges on coal at De- 
t. Reparation asked for and the establishment of just 
| reasonable rules and regulations. 
No. 6917, Sub. No. 7. Hayden Bros. Coal Corporation et al. vs. 


Denver and Salt Lake et al. 
\gainst an absence of joint through rates on bituminous 
| from Oak Hill district to destinations in Nebraska and 
va. Ask for the establishment of such rates. 
6928. Fruit Dispatch Co., New York, N. Y., vs. Texas & 
Pacific Ry. Co. 

njust and unreasonable charges for the transportation of 
caretakers from New Orleans to Fort Worth, Boise City, 
Grand Junction, Colo., and Ogden, Utah, accompanying ship- 
ments of bananas. Ask for cease and desist order and 


reparation. 
No. 6929. John Jordan, Baton Rouge, La., vs. Louisiana Ry. & 
Nav. Co. et al. 


Excessive charges on shipments of potatoes, Baton Rouge 
to Birmingham, Ala., the through rate exceeding the sum of 
the locals. Ask for reparation down to the basis of a rate 
established since the movement in question. 

No. 6930. Hessig-Ellis Drug Co. et al., Memphis, 
Louisville & Nashville et al. 

Unjust, unreasonable and discriminatory charges on ship- 
ments of bottled whiskey and whiskey in barrels from Tay- 
lorton, Ky., and Peoria, Ill., to Memphis, Tenn. Ask for just 
and reasonable rates and reparation, 

. 6931. Jonesboro Hide and Fur Co., Jonesboro, Ark., vs. St. 
Louis, Iron Mountain & Southern et al. 

Against excessive charges on junk from Jonesboro to St. 
Louis and on bottles between the same points. Ask for 
cease and desist order, maxima rates and reparation, 

No. 6932. B. J. Semmes & Co. et al., Memphis, vs. Louisville 

& Nashville et al. 
Against excessive charges on whiskey in barrels from Bal- 
timore and New York to Memphis. Ask for reasonable and 
just rates and reparation. 

No. 6933. W. E. Birmingham et al., Trenton and Greenfield, 
Tenn., vs. Chicago, Indiana & Southern et al. 

Against excessive charges on farm wagons from South Bend, 
Ind., to Trenton and Greenfield. Ask for just and reasonable 
rates and reparation. 

No. 6934. Albert Miller & Co., Chicago, vs. Wabash et al. 

Alleges excessive charges on bulk shipments of apples from 
Carrollton, Mo., to Grand Rapids, Wis. Ask for cease and 
desist order, just and reasonable rates, and reparation. 
No. 6935. Chelsea Refining Co. et al., Oklahoma points, 
A. T. & S. F. et al. 

Against rates of 18c and 20c on sulphuric acid from Kansas 
points to Oklahoma points. Ask for just and reasonable 
rates and reparation. 

No. 6552, Sub. 10. C. W. Adams Lumber Co.. Minneapolis and 
elsewhere in Minnesota, vs. Chicago Great Western et al. 

Excessive, unreasonable and unjust rates on hard and 
soft coal, Duluth to Crookston, Breckenridge, Glyndon and 
Hinckley, Minn. Ask for reasonable rates and reparation. 

No. 6936. McCaull-Dinsmore Co. vs. Chicago, Burlington & 
Quincy et al. 

Excessive and unreasonable rates on bulk shelled corn, 
Sheldon, Ia., to Kansas City, Mo. Ask for reparation. 

* os pam & Orendorff Co., Canton, Il, vs. Illinois Cen- 
ral et al. 

Excessive rates on agricultural implements, Canton, IIL, to 
destinations in Kentucky, Tennessee and Mississippi. Ask 
for the establishment of reasonable maxima rates. 

No, 6938. Cullman Commercial Club, Cullman, Ala., vs. Louis- 
ville & Nashville R. R. Co. 

Excessive and unreasonable class and commodity rates 
from jobbing centers in Ohio, Indiana. Kentucky, Tlinois, Mis- 
souri and Tennessee to Cullman, and discriminatory as com- 
pared with the rates to Birmingham. Ask for establishment 
of just and reasonable rates. 

No. 6939. National Dock and Storage Warehouse Co., Boston, 
Mass., vs. Boston & Albany R. R. Co. et al. 

Unjust, unreasonable and unlawful rates charged on import 
freight from complainant’s warehouse in East Boston to Mon- 
treal and other points in Quebec, as compared with the rates 
and charges made when freight is shipped from the ware- 
house of defendant. Ask for cease and desist order and the 
establishment of the same rates as apply from the warehouse 
of the Boston & Maine R. R. 

~. — Herman Reel Co., Milwaukee, Wis., vs. Erie R. R. 
ea 

Against a rate of 45c on wool, in bags, Milwaukee to James- 


Tenn., vs. 


vs. 


town, N. Y., as unreasonable, unjust and in excess of the 
sums of the locals. Ask for rate not to exceed 27c and 
reparation. 


No. 6940, Sub. 1. Herman Reel Co. vs. Chicago & Erie et al. 

Against a rate of 45c on wool in the grease, in bags, Lake 
Beulah, Wis., to Jamestown, N. Y. Rate not to exceed 27c 
and reparation. 

No. 6941, T. W. Shands, W. B. Tavlor. W. Lee Hughes for 
pnillipe & McFachin et al., Meredith, Fla., vs. Seaboard Air 
4ine et al. 

Unreasonable charges on shipments of lumber between 
Meredith and Walling, Fla., to Jacksonville and Fernandina 
by reason of take-up charges of $1.50 for stakes used on flat 


ears. Ask for cease and desist order and reparation. 

. oa renee Milling Co., Wentzville, Mo., vs. C. B 
2. et al. 

_Unjust, unreasonable and excessive rates on hay, Bayard, 

Neb., to St. Louis. Ask for just and reasonable maxima rates 

and reparation. 

No, 6943, _ Seeator Des Moines Committee vs. Minneapolis & St. 
'S et al. 


Unjust, umreasonable, excessive and unduly discriminatory 
rates on agricultural implements, asphalt, bottles, furniture, 
Spices, paper, etc., between Des Moines and Chicago, Peoria 
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and rates based thereon. 
non-discriminatory rates. 

No. 6944. Greater Des Moines Committee vs. Chicago, St. Paul, 
Minneapolis & Omaha Ry. Co. et al. 

Unjust and unreasonable rates and discriminatory against 
Des Moines, in that rates east of the Mississippi River and 
Des Moines to points in Minnesota, North and South Dakota 
and Iowa, as compared with the rates from Chicago, Peoria, 
Milwaukee and other competitive points exceed the Iowa dis- 
tance tariff rates. Ask for the establishment of rates based 
on a differential no higher than that in effect between Chi- 
cago and Lincoln, Neb. 

No. 6945. Bagdad Land and Lumber Co., Milton, Fila., 
Louisville & Nashville. 

Unjust, unreasonable and discriminatory rates on turpen- 
tine stills, fixtures, cups, rosin and barrels, Paxton, Fla., 
interstate to Milton. Ask for just and reasonable rates and 
reparation. 

No. 6946. Albert J. Lusby, Los Angeles, Cal., vs. Southern Pa- 
cific et al. 

Excessive charges on shipments of automobiles, Detroit to 
Los Angeles, on account of tonnage rates. Ask for maxima 
rates and reparation. 


MINOR UNREPORTED OPINIONS 


(Copies of Unreported Opinions may be obtained from the 
a office of The Traffic Service Bureau at a nominal 
charge.) 


No. A623, Case 5486. Brown-Roberts Hardware and Supply 
Co., Ltd., vs. La. Ry. & Nav. Co. et al. Following Neilson Co. 
vs. L. Ry. & Nav. Co., 23 IL C. C., 254, rail-and-ocean rate of 
80c for the transportation of loaded shells, carloads, from 
Bridgeport and New Haven, Conn., to Alexandria, La., unrea- 
sonable to the extent that it exceeds a rate of 65c per 100 
pounds. Reparation awarded. 

No. A624, Case 5653. Concrete Engineering Co. vs. Ga. Sou. 
& Fla. et al. Reparation awarded account of damages suffered 
by complainant having to dray 17 carloads of brick because of 
refusal of the St. Johns River Terminal Co. at Jacksonville to 
cart same as per their tariff provisions. 

No. A622, Case 6165. A. A. Van Voorhies & Co. vs. C. M. 
& St. P. Rates of $2.60 and $3.03 per 100 lbs. on leather horse- 
collar caps from Buchanan, Mich., and Sacramento, Cal., found 
to have been unreasonable to the extent that they exceeded 
rate of $1.75 per 100 Ibs. Reparation awarded. 

No. A625, Case 5923. Leahy Mfg. Co. vs. Mo. Pac. Follow- 
ing Geo. H. Lee Co. vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co., 28 I. C. C., 515, 
Held: That the application of the second class rating with a 
12,000-Ib. minimum to the transportation of incubators, and in- 
cubators and brooders in mixed carloads, from Higginsville, 
Mo., to Atchison, Kan., was unreasonable to the extent that it 
exceeded third class rating with an 18,000-lb. minimum, sub- 
ject to Rule 6-B of Western Classification. 

No. A626, Case 5641. Montague Mailing Machinery Co. vs. 
N. Cc. & St. L. et al. Rates charged for the transportation 
from Chattanooga, Tenn., to Omaha, Neb.. of a shipment of 
filing cabinets and printed matter found to have been in excess 
of those provided by tariff. Rate for the transportation of ad- 
dressing, imprinting and mailing machines and typographs from 
Chattanooga, Tenn., to-Omaha, Neb., found unreasonable. 


No. A644, Cases 5062 and 5062 Sub. No. 2. Goldfield Con~- 
solidated Milling and Transportation Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. 
and Case 5062, Sub. No. 1. Tonopah-Belmont Development Co. 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al. Finding in original decision that de- 
fendants’ rate on cvanide of potassium, carload, from San Diero 
to Goldfield, Tonopah and Millers, Nev., was not unreasonable 
affirmed upon rehearing. 

No. A627, Case 5788. E. A. Simons vs. Tex. & Pac. Ry. Co. 
et al. The initial carrier, being requested by complainant to 
quote a rate on household goods, in carloads, from Dallas, Tex., 
to Columbia, S. C., quoted the lowest published through rate, 
eonsisting of the separately established rates. to and from 
Memphis, Tenn. The rate to Memphis was subject to released 
valuation of $10 per 100 pounds in case of loss or damage. The 
rate from Memphis to Columbia was subject to a released 
valuation of $5 in case of loss or damage. The carrier in- 
dorsed the bill of lading with the release clause properly ap- 
plicable in connection with the rate to Memphis, but omitted 
to indorse thereon the release clause necessary to obtain the 
benefit of the lower rate from Memphis to Columbia, in conse- 
quence of which a higher charge was imposed. Held: That the 
claim is not predicated upon misquotation of rate: that as the 
initial carrier auoted a lawfullv established rate which was the 
lowest applicable rate, received the shipment and issued a bill 
of lading showing that prepayment of charges to destination 
had been accepted on basis of such lower rate, it was the duty 
of such initial earrier to see that the bill of lading bore the 
indorsement necessary to give complainant the benefit of such 
lower rate, and that its failure to issue a bill of lading in 
proper form resulted in damage to complainant, for which the 
initial carrier should make reparation. 

No. A614, 1. & S. 326. Salt rates to Louisiana points. Re- 
spondents having failed to sustain the burden of proof required 
by the statute, tariffs suspended will be cancelled. 

No. A619, Case 5267. Sea Gull Specialty Co. vs. Baltimore 
Steam Packet Co. et al. Reparation awarded on shipments of 
baking powder in fibreboard containers to the extent of pay- 
ments made in excess of the regular third class rate, due to 
the assessment of a 20 per cent penalty for non-compliance 
with classification rulings. 

No. A620, Case 3651. Geo. J. Kindell vs. Adams Express Co. 
et al. Complaint asking reductions in express rates between 
Denver, Colo., and eastern cities ordered dismissed, the rates 
attacked having been superseded by just, reasonable and non- 
discriminatory rates named by the Commission. 

No. A621, Case 5596. Lower Cost Growers’ and Shippers’ 
Assn. vs. Adams Express Co. et al. Complaint in respect to 


Ask for just and reasonable and 


vs. 














to Chicago, 


the rate on lettuce, C. L., from New Orleans, La., 
the estab- 


Ill., having been satisfied by defendant, through 
lishment of lower rates, complaint dismissed. 

No. A631, Case 6454.. Chas. F. Murphey Co. et al, vs. C. M. 
& St. P. Ry. Co. et al. Rates for the transportation of potatoes, 
Cc. L., from points in Wisconsin to points in Illinois, lowa, Mis- 
souri, Kansas, Nebraska, Arkansas and Oklahoma not shown 
to have been unreasonable or unduly discriminatory and com- 
plaint dismissed. 

No. A632, Case 5856. Memphis Freight Bureau vs. Ill. Cent. 
et al. Increased rates for the transportation of barrels, C. L., 
from Memphis, Tenn., New Orleans and Gretna, La., found to 
be reasonable and complaint dismissed. 

No. A633, Case 5248. Merchants’ Freight Bureau of Little 
Rock vs. St. L. L M. & S. et al. Complainant alleges that de- 
fendant’s rate on hand agricultural implements, C. L., from St 
Louis, Thebes, Cairo and Memphis to Little Rock are unreason- 
able and unduly prejudicial to the extent that they exceed 
defendant’s rates contemporaneously in effect on agricultural 
implements other than hand between the same points not sus- 
tained and complaint dismissed. 

No. A634, Case 6191. Ruddock Orleans Cypress Co. vs. La. 
R. & Nav. Co. et al. Complaint alleging that charges on ship- 
ment of cypress lumber were assessed on an excessive weight 
dismissed for lack of evidence. 

No. A635, Case 6142. E. N. Minter & Co. vs. A.C. L. 
rage charges collected at Jacksonville, Fla., on certain 
shipments of structural steel from Roanoke, Va., not 


Demur- 
carload 
found to 


No. A636, Case 6011. Pfister & Vogel Leather Co. et al. vs. 
Depue & Nor. R. R. Co. et al Rate of Te on sulphuric acid, 
Cc. L., from Howe and Nassau, Ill., to Milwaukee and Carroll- 
ville, Wis., not found to have been unreasonable. Rate of 13%c 
via the C. M. & St. P. Ry. effective from June 1, 1913, to Oct. 
15, 1913, on sulphuric acid from Nassau to Milwaukee found to 
have been unreasonable and reparation awarded. 

No. A637, Case 6007. H. F. Norton Co. vs. Nor. 
et al., and Case 6211, Frye & Co. vs. Nor. Pac. et al., 
rate of $1.00 per 100 Ibs. on green salted hides, C. L, from 
Seattle, Wash., to Mississippi and Missouri River points, “Chi- 
cago and Milwaukee, found to have been justified and complaint 
dismissed. 

No. A638, Case 5802. Flanley Grain Co. vs C. B 
Co. et al. Rate on corn from Rensen, Ia., to Kansas City, 
not found to be unreasonable and complaint dismissed. 

No. A639, Case 5749. Hoosac Tunnel & Wilmington R. R 
Co. vs. D. & H. Co. et al. Complaint alleges that demurrage 
charges on rails, etc., C. L., shipped from Loon Take, N. Y., to 
Hoosac Tunnel, Mass., were unlawfully assessed for the reason 
that whatever detention occurred was caused by initial carrier; 
that complainant was required to furnish blocking for the load 
at its own cost: and that due to delays and other faults of 
initial carrier complainant was obliged to incur extraordinary 
expenses for labor. Complaint dismissed. 

No. A640. Case 5706. Crane-Johnson Co. 
Co. et al. Rates charged on lumber, C. L., from 
Washington and Idaho and on building material from 
Minn., to Sutton, Glenfield and Juanita, N. D., not 
have been unreasonable: demurrage charges on certain 


Pac. Ry. 
increased 


& Q. R. R. 
Mo., 


Nor. Ry. 
points in 

Duluth, 
found to 
ship- 


vs. Gt. 





ments held at Page. N. C. found to have been lawfully col- 
lected. Complaint dismissed. 
a ™ 
PERSONAL NOTES 
4 
The Texas & Pacific Railway Co. announces that 


T. J. Keen is appointed commercial agent, with Office at 
Texarkana. 

A. S. Collins has been appointed general dairy agent 
of the Rock Island Lines, with headquarters at Cedar 
Rapids, Ia., in place of I. Mitchell, deceased. 

G. A. Weller, assistant general freight agent of the 
Ann Arbor Railroad, with headquarters at Toledo, O., 
has been appointed assistant general freight and passenger 
agent, with headquarters at Toledo. 

T. F. Ramsey has been appointed traveling freight 
agent of the Chicago & Alton Railroad, with headquarters 
at Pittsburgh, Pa., succeeding A. J. Wyant, who has taken 
service with another company. 

The Winston-Salem Southbound Railway 
nounces that Ben. S. Fay is appointed commercial agent 
at Jacksonville, Fla., succeeding Willis Callaway, resigned 
to accept service with another company. 

J. B. D, Edge has resigned as traffic manager of the 
E. I. Du Pont de Nemours Powder Co. to assume the 
duties of vice-president and director of the Du Pont Nitrate 
Co., with offices in Valparaiso, Chili. His successor is 
W. A. Simonton, formerly assistant traffic manager of the 
E. I. Du Pont de Nemours Powder Co. in California. 


Co. an- 


C. G. Johnson, freight and passenger agent of the 
Missouri Pacific at 


Jefferson City, Mo., has resigned to 
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become supervisor of efficiency on the Minneapolis, St. 
Paul & Sault Ste. Marie Railroad, with headquarters at 
Minneapolis. He has been connected with the Gould svs- 
tem in various capacities for several years, serving as 
commercial agent at Memphis, Tenn., and Monroe, |.a. 


CHICAGO SWITCHING CHARGES 


Hearing of the complaint of the American 
Gravel Co, et al. against L, A. Lowrey, agent of the Ch 
cago Switching Committee and twenty-nine railroads ep. 
tering Chicago was held before Chairman Quan of the 
Illinois State Public Utilities Commission at the Commis 
sion’s hearing room in the Insurance Exchange Prilding, 
Chicago, this week. The sand and gravel companies seek a 
reduction of switching charges on sand and gravel within 
the Chicago switching district. The protest attacks 
is known as the “Lowrey Tariff,’ which was framed by 
Mr. Lowrey and Henry W. Beyers, assistant general freight 
agent of the Chicago & North-Western Railroad. 

On the stand Mr. Beyers declared this tariff, 
went into effect Aug. 1, 1911, relieved a condition 
knew no uniformity in rates. Under this tariff, he testi 
fied, there is a directory of every industry in the Chicago 
district and the roads on which they are located. Th« 
tariff undertakes to provide a rate from the country into 
Chicago and from Chicago into the country. 

Mr. Beyers declared the Lowrey tariff was the result 
of a general agreement and contended that it is the best 
working plan which has been presented for solving thé 
difficulties of freight distribution in a terminal which cov- 
ers as much territory as Chicago does. 

The shippers contended the rates are 
and discriminatory against the sand and gravel men 


Sand & 


what 


which 


which 


unreasonable 


STORAGE RULES INDORSED 


The Interstate Commerce Commission has indorsed 
the code of storage rules adopted by the American Rail 
way Association, to which it was submitted by the Na 
tional Industrial Traffic League. The Interstate Com 
merce Commission says that recognizing the great benefits 
to be derived from uniformity in storage rules, it is de 
sirous of lending its influence to the movement. The Com 
mission, therefore, recommends that the code be made 
effective on interstate transportation throughout the coun 
try. This action is subject to the right and duty of thé 
Commission to inquire into the legality or reasonableness 
of any rule or rules which may be made the subject 0! 
complaint. 

The code was printed in Ture TrRAFric Wor LD, May - 
1914, page 858. 

FREIGHT RATES IN KANSAS. 

The Kansas public utilities commission has issued al 
order for a general investigation of all joint class and 
commodity freight rates in Kansas. The 
will be held June 23, under direction of the commission 
Complaints from jobbers in Topeka, Wichita, Hutchinsol 
and other jobbing centers occasioned the investigatiol 
It was charged that the jobbing towns have no ciiance 
to compete successfully larger town dealers «long 


investigation 


with 


the Missouri River, who have been favored with lowe! 
freight rates. Both the car lot rates to dealers and |oc#! 


on 


jobbing rates to dealers will be investigated by the 
mission. 
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THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BUREAU, 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 
Senator Walsh of Montana appeared before the Inter- 
Commerce Commission Thursday as counsel for the 
railroad commissioners of his state in their complaint 
against grain rates from Montana points to eastern and 
western termini of transcontinental roads. The wheat 
farmers of Montana have told the railroad commissioners 
that thy cost of producing wheat is so high and the price 
so low that when they pay the rates of the carriers, either 
east or west bound, they have no profit left. They also 
object to an arbitrary of two cents on flaxseed over wheat, 
notwithstanding many decisions of the Commission that 
such an arbitrary may well be exacted, because flax brings 
a higher price than wheat and the transportation cost 
is higher because it will run through any hole through 
which water will pass and the loss and damage claims 
on flax are much more numerous and the losses much 
greater. 

The senator’s argument was based on two proposi- 
tions: That the operating costs and operating revenues 
when prorated according to mileage show that the North- 
ern Pacific especially does a very profitable business in 
Montana, although the population of that state is only 
about 350,000 and the mileage is 800; that the condition 
of the wheat farmers is such, by 
costs of production and the low price of the product, that 
relief for them by a lowering of the grain rates is 4 


reason of their high 


public question. 


Charles Donnelly, who has gone through many a rate 
argument, had a hard time keeping his argument along 
serious lines in answering Senator Walsh’s contentions. 
He quoted from a decision of the railroad commissioners 
of Canada in which they discussed the application of the 
prorating principle to the Lake Superior division of the 
Canadian Pacific by means of which the inference was 
preated that the traffic on that division, through a sparsely 
settled country which produces very small tonnage, is 
profitable, when human experience is that a division of 
that kind is always a drain upon the more populous sec- 
tions of the country and its tonnage. 


Supreme Court Quoted. 


Mr. Donnelly called attention to the fact that the 
Supreme Court, in the Willamette case, expressly nega- 
tived the proposition that the Commission has the power 
to make rates to meet the necessities of shippers who 
are unfavorably located in relation to competitive mar- 
kets. He sympathized with the Montana farmers for the 
difficulties in which they find themselves by reason of 
the low price of wheat, and the high cost of production 
in comparison with prices and costs elsewhere. He di- 
rected attention to the fact that the Commission itself 
had prescribed rates on wheat from points near the bor- 
ders of Montana, which, if the prayer in this petition 
should be granted, would be higher than the rates from 
Montana. 

“It is impossible for this Commission to write an 
order reducing rates on the transcontinental section of the 
Milwaukee & St. Paul, giving these Montana 
points lower rates, without specifically ordering the Mil- 
Waukee to reduce rates which the Commission has here- 


Chicago, 
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tofore decided to be reasonable,” said Mr. Donnelly. 
“Rates from Montana cannot be reduced by order of this 
Commission, without forcing us to violate the fourth sec- 
tion. The rates in North and South Dakota are not chal- 
lenged by the wheat growers of those states. As to the 
senator’s declaration that grain rates from Montana have 
not come down, I submit that that is not historically 
accurate. They have come down in greater measure than 
the tonnage has gone up.” 

In conclusion, he suggested that if a dispensation, so 
to speak, were granted the railroads, to come to the 
relief of the farmers of Montana, lower rates, blanketed 
throughout Montana, might be put in for a time, with 
the understanding that they were not hereafter: to be 
used as a,measure of what the railroads ought to have. 


Doubts as to Relief. 

Obviously, however, Mr. Donnelly has doubts whether 
a reduction in grain rates would bring relief to the farmers 
of Montana, for he called attention to the recent reduce 
tion in wool rates of half a cent a pound. 

“I doubt whether that reduction has benefited the 
wool growers one penny,” said he. “But I know it 
clipped $50,000 off the revenues of the Northern Pacific.” 

Senator Walsh referred to the lower scale of rates 
in effect on the Canadian Pacific, as an argument for the 
lower scale on the more southern roads in the United 
States. 

“T grant you that the Canadian scale is considerably 
lower, but I suggest that if the United States will guar- 
antee the bonds of the roads herein concerned, as the 
Canadian government has guaranteed those of the Cana- 
dian Pacific, if you will remit taxes amounting to $9,000,- 
000, as the Canadian government has done, we will gladly 
make reductions in rates. 


“The Canadian government subsidizes the Canadian 
Pacific with a view to keeping the grain grown in Canada 
to the Canadian lines, so that they will send it out through 
Canadian ports on Canadian steamers.” 


Senator Walsh received time to file a reply brief and 
the same privilege was accorded to Mr. Donnelly, who 
remarked that while the appearance of a United States 
senator as counsel lent dignity to the case, it in no way 
changed the issue and made the case no more of a public 
question than is every case involving rates. 


CANAL BENEFIT TO SHIPPERS 


The first concrete evidence of the benefit the Panama 
Canal will work to shippers is offered by the foreign trade 
department of the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce. 

According to a prospectus issued by the department 
all water rates on shipments from San Francisco to points 
on the Mississippi, Missouri and Ohio rivers will be re- 
duced from 40 to 50 per cent when the canal is opened 
to commerce. A rate table has been compiled showing 
the estimated reductions in rates on shipments of numer- 
ous California products. The table takes into account 
figures supplied by barge companies operating on the 
rivers. 

The statement is held to be a fair estimate of the 
reductions that will be made in rates between all points 
affected by the opening of the canal. It is believed that 
corresponding reductions will be announced on shipments 
from river points to the Pacific coast and between river 
points and Atlantic ports, 
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Increasing Efficiency on the Short Haul 


New devices and methods that have made good by increasing efficien 
other branches of traffic work. Contributions are welcomed. 


in freight handling and 
HE TRAFFIC 


WORLD will be pleased to answer inquiries concerning any 


INDIANAPOLIS TRACTION CONGESTION 


The Indiana Public Service Commission has issued an 
order in which the interurban lines centering in the 
Traction Terminal Station at Indianapolis are authorized 
to close the doors of their freight houses at 5 o’clock 
in the evening if they desire. The order sets out 
that the freight handling facilities in the terminal at 
Indianapolis have been rendered inadequate by the growth 
of the business, and suggests that the only remedy lies 
in the enlargement of the present houses and yards, which 
cannot be accomplished in the present location of the 
freight houses. 

The case is one in which the wholesale grocers of 
Indianapolis petitioned the commission to issue an order 
compelling the interurban railways to keep the doors to 
their freight houses open until 6 p. m. This was formerly 
done, but the interurban lines found that shippers were 
delaying sending their shipments to interurban lines until 
after the steam road freight houses closed at 4:30 p. m., 
using their trucks and drays to haul shipments to the 
steam roads first and leaving the interurban shipments 
until the latter part of the afternoon, thus causing great 
congestion of traffic. 

All the interurban roads coming into Indianapolis 
enter over the tracks of the Indianapolis Traction & Ter- 
minal Co. and all freight cars discharge and receive freight 
at four freight station buildings. These freight houses 
are about 200 feet long and 20 feet wide. Two of the 
houses have tracks on both sides and two have tracks 
on one side only. The tracks by the side of and between 
the freight houses hold 22 cars. When cars are standing 
on these tracks only the two houses with tracks on one 
side are available for platform delivery, and shipments 
to the other houses are loaded directly onto the freight 
cars. 





Tracks Soon Congested. 


Most of the freight handled in the forenoon is de- 
livered at the freight house platforms for loading onto 
the cars on their arrival. However, only a small per cent 
of the freight shipped is delivered before noon, the greater 
part of the shipments being from wholesale houses in 
filling orders received in the morning mail. Freight cars 
over the various lines begin to arrive in Indianapolis about 
11 a. m., and by 2 p. m. the tracks at the freight stations 
are filled with cars. 

The only remedy suggested in the complaint was to 
move some of the tracks in the freight yards so as to 
leave one side of each freight house clear of cars at all 
times and have platform delivery at all hours of the day. 
Investigation showed that the cost of this change would 
be $25,000, and that it would provide no enlargement of 
the freight houses, no increase in the width of driveways, 
nor any betterment of facilities for handling trucks and 
drays. On the other hand, it would decrease the track- 
age for cars. Passing all freight through the freight 
houses would perhaps enable trucks and drays in many 
instances to unload all their freight at a single door, and 
thus save time and inconvenience in moving from one 


device or method mentioned in this department. 











car or unloading place to another, as is the case now 
when the truck has shipments for more than one line, but 
on account of the present narrow freight houses it would 
be impossible to receive the freight from trucks and drays 
and place it as rapidly as it is now received. 

The commission stated that it was quite apparent 
that the only remedy for the difficulties under considera- 
tion would be in enlarged freight houses and yards, which 
could not be had at the present location. The commis- 
sion suggested that the freight terminals of all, or nearly 
all, of the interurban roads should be moved to some 
place where each road could have its freight house of 
ample size for a complete platform delivery’ and its own 
yard, the limits of which would be entirely apart from 
the yard limits of any other interurban road. The present 
location could not, in the opinion of the commission, by 
any change be made to approach adequate facilities for 
handling the interurban shipping of Indianapolis, even at 
its present volume, to say nothing of taking care of the 
growth of shipping in the future. The commission said 
that the question of relocating and enlarging the depots 
and the station facilities was not open for its considera- 
tion in the ¢ase under hearing. 


MOTOR TRUCKS IN INDIA 


(By Consul Henry D. Baker, Bombay.) 

Business circles in India are manifesting increasing 
interest in the possibility of making extensive use of 
motor trucks, vans, or lorries for purposes of commercial 
transport over short distances where slow-going bullock 
carts are now mostly used. 

Although it has been a common belief in India that 
the bullock-cart mode of transport is the cheapest pos- 
sible under the circumstances, yet lately experiments with 
motor trucks have shown that motor transport is really 
a much cheaper means of meeting the necessities of trade. 
For instance, in Bombay, where a vast amount of cotton 
has to be handled every year, it is a common sight to see 


on the streets a string of about 30 bullock carts, each 
drawn by two oxen and loaded with three or four bales 
of cotton. Taking four bales as a maximum load, it is 


obvious that it requires 30 men, 30 cars and 60 bullocks 
to remove 120 bales of cotton, and it takes them one 
hour to cover 3 miles, the approximate cost being $9.73 
for the trip. The same number of bales could be carried 
in five motor lorries, at a cost of $1.60 per car, or $8 in 
all, and the time occupied would be 15 minutes. Besides 
this saving in time and in cost of transport, there also 
would be a great saving in wages. Allowing a driver 
and one assistant for each commercial motor vehicle, it 
would be necessary to pay the wages of only 10 men for 
a quarter of an hour, instead of 30 men for a full hour 
thus adding at least another $1.60 to the economic advyan- 
tage possessed by the motor vehicle over the bullock cart 
for transport purposes. 
In Connection With Railway Service. 

Moreover, it is now recognized that in India there is 

a great field for motor transport in connection with r:il 
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GIMBEL BROTHERS 


NEW YORK PARIS PHILADELPHIA 


PRESTIGE IN MOTOR TRUCKS 


Business firms arefrequently judged by their equipment. 


To adopt White Motor Trucks indicates that you are 
willing to pay the price necessary to possess the best. 
It effectively demonstrates the fact that you place best 
service above all consideration. 


An important point of genuine satisfaction associated 
with the ownership of White Motor Trucks is this 
knowledge: 


You are represented by those motor trucks that the 
majority of leading commercial establishments every- 
where have, after thorough experimentation, selected 
for the completion of their motor truck fleets. 


a 


THE WHITE tf COMPANY 
CLEVELAND 


Both in quantity and value of production, the largest manufacturers 


of commercial motor vehicles in America. \ le 











ways. There are many small towns in India where the 
cost of laying down a railway is out of all proportion 
to the immediate return that is- likely to be received for 
the expenditure. For distances_up to 100 miles, and loads 
up to 5 tons, it can easily be seen that an enormous 
economy in time and in expenditure would result from 
the use of motor traction. The units being so much 
smaller than those of a freight train, there would be a 
minimum of difficulty in regularly finding full loads for 
the vehicles, and a properly organized system could be 
so arranged that the running of unladed vehicles on the 
return journey would be reduced to a minimum. In this 
connection an economic conference, which was held in 
the state of Mysore last-June under the auspices of the 
government of this progressive native state, passed a 
resolution declaring that: 

In the opinion of this conferefice it may be possible to in- 
troduce motor-traction services for passengers and goods on 
some of the important routes in the state and that the Com- 
mittee of Industries and Commerce be requested to consider 
the subject and place their report on it before the next session 
of the conference, such report to include (a) particulars of 
routes on which such a service may prove remunerative, with 
traffic statistics, (b) particulars of vehicle service recommended, 
and (c) mode or organizing and financing. 

In response to this resolution, Mr. Alfred Chatterton, 
director of industries and commerce of the Mysore gov- 
ernment, has prepared a bulletin on the subject of feeder 
railways and motor transport. In this bulletin Mr. Chat- 
terton gives a list of some of the more promising routes 
on which motor cars might be experimentally tried, and 
also suggests several branch railways which might be 
operated in conjunction with a motor-car service. 


PRIVATE CAR ARGUMENTS 
THE TRAFFIC SERVICE NEWS BURFAI 
Colorado Building, Washington, D. C. 

Arguments were made before the Commission in the 
Private Car Line matter June 5. At the morning session 
High B. Rowland, representing the committee appointed 
by 129 carriers, and Luther M. Walter, for the Swift, 
Cudahy and Morris packing-house lines and the independ- 
ent oil tank car owners of Oklahoma, presented their views. 

Mr. Rowland laid down the proposition that there 
should be a service charge for the mere fact of the car- 
rier or private car line furnishing the car and that the 
mileage should be reduced to 6 mills on the loaded move- 
ment only, and that minima should be increased. W. A. 
Colston, for the L. & N. said, in part, of the time allotted 
to the railroads and controlled by Mr. Rowland, that the 
mileage and the rates for refrigerator cars should be the 
same in all territories. 

The attack by Mr. Rowland was confined to beef and 
beer cars, holding that the carriers should not be re- 
quired to furnish either kind of car and that when the 
cars are furnished by the shipper the payment by the 
carriers should not exceed the cost of repairs and main- 
tenance. 

That position was viciously attacked by Mr. Walter 
as an attempt on the part of the carriers to reduce the 
compensation now paid to the owners of private cars 
to one-third of what it is now and to allow absolutely 
nothing in the way of return on the money invested. He 
contended that that principle had been negatived by 
every court that has considered it and that it is foolish- 
ness for the Commission again to think of making such 
a discrimination against shippers who furnish facilities 
of transportation in view of the decisions in the elevator 
cases, the sugar lighterage and the tap-line cases. 

“I say to the Commission that the only reason the 
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beef packers furnish cars is because the carriers ha 
never even attempted to comply with their duty, whi 
is to furnish cars for all shippers ‘upon reasonable 
quest therefor,’ said Walter. “I measure my woris 
when I say that the statistics of this Commission, placed 
in the record in the advanced rate case, show that dressed 
beef pays the highest rate, per ton per mile, in Official 
Classification territory. 
Packers Would Turn Over Cars. 

“] further say that the packers will be glad to turn 
their cars over to the carriers at a valuation fixed by any) 
board of competent men, if thereby we can force these 
carriers to perform the duty imposed upon them by law 
They now get three times as much out of a refrigerator 
car as they do out of an ordinary car and pay less for 
the property so than the return they get upon 
property furnished by them. The three packing com 
panies I represent made less than 2 per cent on their 
investment last year and the report on the Morris line 
for the first quarter of this year shows a positive loss 
of $6,000 on operations. 

“The shipper who furnishes facilities of transporta 


used 


tion is entitled to a reasonable return. If he gets more 
than that it is a rebate, and he can be punished for 

“The proposition to impose a service charge is cal 
culated to throw the business of furnishing cars into the 
hands of the car line companies. The Union Tank Line 
Co. may not be connected with the Standard Oil Co., but 
I say that imposition of a service charge would put the 
independent oil men in Oklahoma who own tank cars and 
whom I represent, at a disadvantage.” 

Louis D. Brandeis, whose efforts and suggestions 
have looked toward the imposition of special charges for 
parts of the service now reflected in the freight rate, was 
an interested listener to Walter’s argument, because eve! 
point made by Walter was in opposition to the sugges 
tions made by the special attorney for the Commission 
in the advanced rate case. 

The Cudahy Interests. 

Thomas Creigh, for the Cudahy interests, said thai 
the spotting charge and 5 per cent advance are imposed 
the profits of the Cudahy car line will be cut in two 
They amounted last $1,500,000 on a total ot 
$100,000,000. 

Douglas Campbell, for the Union Tank Line, favored 
the imposition of a service charge and in general followed 
the line of cleavage between private car line owners 
who lease their cars and the owners who also use them 
C. D. Chamberlin, for the independent oil tank car in- 
terests, naturally supported the propositions of the owner 
users as opposed to the line-owners who want to leasé 
their cars to shippers. R. Walton Moore made brief 
statement of the attitude of some of the roads not repre 
sented in the committee. 

C. R. Hillyer, for the Live Poultry Association, 0] 
posed any thinks the mileage should 
rather be increased. 


year to 


reduction. He 


TRAFFIC THROUGH GATUN LOCKS. 

The first through the Gatun locks of the 
Panama canal by an ocean liner was successfully carried 
out Monday by the Panama Railroad steamship Alliance, 4 
vessel of 4,000 tons. The trip was made a test ‘of (ht 
working of the electric towing locomotives in handling 
a large vessel. The operation passed off without an acc! 
dent, the time required being about one hour and a /ia! 
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Exceptionally interesting briefs have been filed in the 
line inquiry with the Interstate Commerce 
Abstracts from some of them indicate in 

the views of the various parties to the 


ate Car 
imission. 
reneral way 
proceeding. 

Henry Veeder, Thomas Creigh, John S. Burchmore and 
Luther Walter, in their argument in behalf of the Swift 
Refrigerator Transportation Co., Cudahy Packing Co. and 
Morris & Co., lay down these propositions: 

Carriers must furnish cars; if the shipper furnishes 
cars, he is entitled to reasonable compensation. In de- 
termining the compensation, they suggest the Commission 
must consider the average performance of all cars, and 
not exceptional performance of a single car owner. 

They contend there should be no service charge in ad- 
dition to the freight rate for furnishing any equipment; if 
the carrier fails to furnish all equipment, a shipper should 
be allowed to make arrangements with a private car 
owner for what he needs, the private car owner being under 
no duty to furnish equipment to shippers. They assert 
that to require the filing with the Commission of charges 
covering the supply of cars by a private owner would 
not improve the present situation; that the companies 
they represent have afforded the Commission every oppor- 
tunity to obtain full information and that the Commission 
has full power to remedy any violations of the Act to 
Regulate Commerce. 

They argue that the carriers should pay compensation 
on the mileage basis and in the case of beef refrigerator 
cars the mileage should not be less than one cent, loaded or 
They further contend that the per diem system is 
open to gross manipulation, unjust discrimination, and 
undue preference. They submit financial statements show- 
ing the operations of their clients to have resulted in a 
deficit of .59 per cent. They claim the average cost of all 
equipment to the carriers is 2% cents a mile and they 
pay the car owner less than half the cost of their own 
equipment, and earn three times as much as with their 
own equipment. 


empty. 


No Fixed Relation Possible. 


They further argue that no fixed relation can be 
established between investment in private car and per-car- 
mile freight earnings to allowance for the use of a private 
car; that refrigeration charges should be based on weight 
of ice and salt furnished as far as fresh meat and packing- 
house products are concerned; that the railroads should be 
required to perform the initial icing; that the minimum 
weights and mixing rules do not unduly discriminate in 
favor of shippers of fresh meats; nor do mixing rules, 
minimum weights, and charge regulations, part lot ship- 
ments, ete., encourage light loading or result in greatly 
increased mileage; that rule ten as applied to mixing 
fresh meats and packing-house products has been restricted, 
in that minimum weights have been largely increased; that 
fresh meat boxes are carried at the fresh meat rate, which 
is ample to insure the return of the empty container. 

The brief argues, but not at length, in favor of ex- 
empting the private car from demurrage while standing on 
the private track of the owner, consignor, or consignee, 
holding that the exaction of demurrage under such con- 
ditions is obtaining money without investment or per- 
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formance of service. It also argues for the filing of M.C. 
B. rules with the Commission as a step for the elimination 
of gross “car repair’ abuses by the carriers. 

J. S. Leeds, for the Santa Fe Refrigerator Dispatch, 
is opposed to a service charge because a refrigerator car 
is often used as an ordinary box car. Carriers should 
furnish cars for all shippers at all times, and if the shipper 
supplies any car, he should be paid and the charge should 
be named in tariffs filed with the Commission, but the 
shipper should not be allowed to make his own arrange- 
ments with the private car owner. Rates for private cars 
furnished by persons other than the shipper should be 
filed with the Commission. He favors the mileage basis 
and under regulations of the Commission in all particulars 
as if the equipment belonged to the carrier. The carrier 
should get enough from the rail rate to cover the hire of 
the car, the cost of the haul, and a reasonable profit. 
Charges for refrigeration should be stated in one sum 
from the point of origin to the farthest distribution and 
should not be based on the weight of ice and salt furnished, 
because that comprises only part of the cost of service. 
Nine items of cost enter into the service, seven of which 
are in addition to ice and salt. The carrier should do all 
the icing and re-icing. 

Committee on Private Cars. 


Benjamin S. Minor and Hugh B, Rowland, attorneys 
for the Committee on Private Cars representing certain 
carriers, discuss the subject in a broad way, calling par- 
ticular attention to the fact that it is not so much a con- 
troversy as a problem in railway practice. They contend 
they discuss the subject with fairness to the shipper, the 
owner of the private car, and the carrier. They represent 
124 carriers with a mileage of practically 200,000. 

They point out that the investigation showed that the 
practices and charges, as a whole, are satisfactory, and 
according to good railroad practice as conditions exist 
today. It failed to develop any wilful violations of the 
law, but it did develop clearly that there are what may 
be regarded as inequalities, due to the fact that the car- 
riers were in some instances giving extra service for 
nothing, or charging therefor much too little. They sug- 
gest that these inequalities should be corrected either by 
increased freight rates or decreased mileage. Summariz- 
ing their answers to the Commission’s questions, they say: 

Compensation should be made either by inclusion in 
the freight rate or as a service charge; ordinary equipment 
should be furnished by the carrier, but under peculiar con- 
ditions the shipper would be better served by being al- 
lowed to furnish peculiar or special equipment. The private 
car owner should be allowed to retain his status as a 
furnisher of cars, with the greatest freedom possible under 
the circumstances in dealing with the shipper. The Act 
allows a carrier to procure its cars from whom and under 
whatever terms it may, and to undertake to interfere 
with this liberty is impractical; compensation should be on 
the mileage basis and Messrs. Minor and Rowland can see 
no practical good in making a different rate, whether the 
shipper elects to furnish cars or is compelled to do so. 


Allowance for Private Car. 


The allowance paid by a carrier for a private car 
should bear a relation both to the investment in the car 
and the earnings made by the railroad out of such car. 
The owners of private cars should be paid only a small 
part of the expense incident to the ownership in the form 
of mileage, the rest of the expense and profit to be taken 
care of by a service charge, or the advantages derived by 
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reason of the ownership insuring a regular supply. The 
refrigeration charge should be a stated one for the service 
rendered. The railroad should perform all icing except 
initial icing in some instances. The railroads should not 
be required to own icing stations, but all icing should be 
under control of the railroads, who in turn should be re- 
sponsible to the shipper. The minimum on beef and 
packing-house products should be increased and mixing 
privileges should be limited, 

It is believed railroads would not object to exemption 
from demurrage on private cars on private sidings. Finally, 
the M. C. B. rules should not be filed with the Commission. 

After making a statement of the work of the Armour 
Car Lines, George B. Robbins, A. R. Urion, C. J. Faulkner, 
Jr., and H. K. Crafts, in behalf of that company, assert that 
the Armour Car Lines Co. is in the position of a contractor 
furnishing cars and certain services to railroads at stated 
or contractual price; that it is not a common carrier, nor 
does it perform the functions of such; that it is not con- 
cerned with the transportation as such; that it has no 
dealings with shippers in respect to the transportation of 
property. 

Brief for Armour Car Lines. 

“It manufactures cars and rents them,” says the brief. 
“It deals in ice and contracts for the sale of the same. It 
contracts for the performance of certain services at an 
agreed price. In the rental of its cars and the sale of its 
services this company is acting purely in a private capacity 
in respect to its private business, as any other person who 
has property or services to sell. In renting its cars or in 
selling its services to a carrier, this carrier does not in any 
way assume the obligations of a common carrier; nor 
convert its private business into a public one. Such con- 
tracts are purely private contracts made by this company 
acting in its private capacity in respect to its private busi- 
ness, and the.carrier is likewise acting in its private capac- 
ity in entering into such contracts with this company. 

“It is our contention that it is as much beyond the 
power of Congress to subject to the jurisdiction, regulation 
and control of this Commission the right of this company 
to manufacture, own and rent its cars or sell its services 
with whomsoever it may contract therefor, as it would be 
for Congress to subject to the control and regulation of 
this Commission the right of an individual to contract in 
respect to the rental of property or performance of serv- 
ices and prescribe the conditions upon which such right 
should be exercised.” 

The quoted part shows the attitude of the company to- 
ward the questions. It asks in return whether it is to be 
allowed to compete with the carriers in making rates for 
the refrigeration of commodities in transit. Is the private 
car owner to be required to discharge the obligations of a 
common carrier in furnishing all cars shippers may de- 
mand? Is the private car owner’s obligation to be limited 
to the line upon which he lives, or to the one on which he 
has his office, or to such as he chooses? 

New Haven Inquiry Ends. 

The long-drawn-out New Haven inquiry came to an 
end, for the time being at least, June 6, with the exam- 
ination of L. S. Miller, president of the New York, West- 
chester & Boston, Commissioner McChord anvouncing 
that if the Commission decided to hear more testimony 
it would give ample notice to the attorneys concerned. 
Commissioner McChord, who did not preside at the Fri- 
day session when the long cross-examination of Ledyard 
took place, speeded up the examination somewhat on 
Saturday. 
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TALKS TO OYSTER MEN 


Address Made by L. D. Rosenheimer on “Trans. 
portation” at Annual Convention 





“Transportation” was the subject of an address deliy- 
ered by L. D. Rosenheimer, traffic manager of the Booth 
Fisheries Co., of Chicago, before the annual convention of 
the Oyster Growers’ and Dealers’ Association of North 
America at Atlantic City, last month. He said in part: 
“Transportation has from the earliest times played a most 
important part in the history of nations, but never in all 
recorded time has it ever exercised the power in every 
quarter that it does at this time. 

“As to the general advance in rates (Official Classi- 
fication Territory lines) possibly the most important ques. 
tion before the Interstate Commerce Commission at the 
present time, I shall refrain from making much comment, 
as it is a technical subject, extremely broad, involving the 
needs of the carriers as well as a matter more or less of 
public policy. The contingent investigations on the part 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission emanating from 
the so-called five per cent advanced rate case initiated 
by the Commission themselves seemingly has had a more 
far-reaching effect than undoubtedly anticipated—in that 
it has practically, among many phases, also raised the 
proposition of placing all shippers and recipients of freight 
on a par; that industries located on a belt, industrial and 
private sidings should not have an advantage over one 
that is not so fortunate. 


“If you will minutely analyze this proposition upon 
thoroughly practical] grounds, you will come to but one 
conclusion—the inevitable—that carriers to do so must 
take store-door deliveries and pick-ups. Such would be 
the only method that would place shippers and recipients 
of freight on a par, a service some of the Canadian lines 
at some points are already performing. In the meantime, 
however, you will also note the conspicuous absence of 
any reference being made to placing carriers and their 
facilities on a par. 


“If one views the transportation problem as a whole, 
and seriously so, you cannot help but believe that many of 
us, in fact the majority, are losing sight of the more im- 
portant or potent conditions, or even, you might say, neces- 
sities that should be remedied—it all sometimes has the 
aspect of ‘too much Johnson.’ If it is not the Intersiate 
Commerce Commission conducting the manifold investi- 
gations contingent upon the general rate advance case, the 
private car line case and other cases, it is then some 
branch of the Government conducting an investigation un- 
der the Sherman anti-trust act. Likewise the local public 
and utilities commissions are by no means inactive, al! of 
which is keeping industrial and commercial conditions in 
an unsettled state and the average business man in an un- 
settled frame of mind. 





Transportation Facilities. 


“In the meantime, facilities for transportation are not 
being increased, notwithstanding the fact that commerce 
is doing so. We have today any number of most flagrant 
examples of shortages of refrigerator equipment and there 
is little or no prospect of an immediate increase or im- 
provement in this direction; likewise, equipment of 4ll 
kinds, and in fact service in some quarters is deteriorating. 
Carriers appear to be more or less handicapped in their 
legitimate efforts, and in turn cause the shipper to suffer. 
and when all is done, regardless of what may have bvet 
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Directory of Attorneys 


Practicing before the Interstate Commerce Commission 


Charles Conradis 


Practices before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission 
418-430 South Market St., Chicago 
506-7-8-9-10 Colorado Bldg., Washington, D. C. 


John B. Daish 


Interstate Commerce cases only 
602-606 Hibbs Bidg.; Washington, D. C. 


Walter E. Mc Cornack 


Formerly attorney for Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission; Counselor at Law 


Suite 956 First National Bank Bidg., 
Chicago, Iil. 


Cc. D. Chamberlin 


Attorney at Law, Commerce Counsel for the 
National Petroleum Association 
Rose Bldg., Cleveland, Ohio 


Richard J. Donovan 


Counselor at Law; Preparation of caseg and trials 
of cases before the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion a specialty; Experts on railroad tariffs fur- 
nished; Correspondence invited. 


233 Broadway, New York. 


H. Earlton Hanes 


Attorney and Counselor at Law, 
418 and 419 Colorado Bldg., 
Washington, D. C. 


Rufus B. Daniel 


Interstate Commerce Cases Only 


El Paso, Texas 


SEVEN YEARS 
AT-THE-BAT IN 


H. R. Small 


Practices before the Interstate Commerce 
Commission 


1605-14 Pierce Bldg., St. Louis, Mo. 


Watson & 


Attorneys at Law. Specialists in Interstate Com- 
merce Cases. 


B. G. Dahlberg 
Expert. 


Commerce 
Pioneer Building. St. Paul, Minn. 


Hal H. Smith 


(Beaumont, Smith & Harris) 


Practices before Interstate Commerce Commission, 
1123-28 Ford Bldg., Detroit, Mich. 


Littleford, James, Ballard & Frost 


Francis B. James (Commerce Counsel and Attor- 
ney and Counselor at Law), in charge of Washing- 
ton office, where E. EB. Williamson (Transportation 
Expert and Statistician) is associated. 

805-6-7-8 Westory Bldg., Washington, D. C. 
First National Bank Bldg., Cincinnatti, O. 


Jean Paul Muller 


Formerly with I. C. C. and Dept. of Justice as 
Expert Acct. and Spcl. Asst. U. S. Atty. Specialty: 
Financial and Operating Analyses, Cost of Service 
Tests and Comparisons in Interstate and Intrastate 
Rate Litigation. 

420-424 Woodward Bldg., Washington, D. C. 


Blackmar & Bundschu 


Attorneys and Counsellors 


Suite 904 Commerce Building, 
Kansas City, Mo. 


Specia] Attention to Rate Claims and 
Practice Before the Interstate Commerce Commission 


HUGH C. SMITH, 
Former 


LESLIE J.LYONS, [Lyons & Smith 


Former 

U. S. Atty. Asst. U. S. Atty. 

PAUL E. BRADLEY. LAWYERS OTIS M. EDMONSON. 

Mr. Bradley, formerly with Interstate Commerce Com- 

mission, has charge of the preparation of cases before 
the Commission. 

SUITE 1003-6 REPUBLIC BLDG., KANSAS CITY, MO. 


BORDERS, WALTER & BURCHMORE 
555-561 Rookery, CHICAGO 
Luther M. Walter 
Formerly Attorneys for Interstate Commerce Commission 
ALL MATTERS AFFECTING CARRIERS AND PUBLIC UTILITi'<° 


M. W. Borders 


CORPORATION, INSURANCE 
AND ANTI-TRUST LAWS 


John S. Burchmore 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to atterneys. 














accomplished, it all ultimately falls upon the individual 
or consumer. 

“I do not wish to be understood as criticizing the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, or any other commission, 
or any department of the government or state; quite the 
contrary, I feel that in order to prevent an ultimate chaotic 
condition, it is absolutely imperative that we have con- 
sistent government regulation or supervision, but there 
may be times when evidence or all facts contingent may 
not be presented to them in the true light or completeness, 
or they may fail not only to realize the effect such possible 
oversights may have, and in this manner their observance 
of more paramount necessities be detracted. 

“In conclusion, I want to impress upon you the neces- 
sity of working, so far as possible, in harmony with car- 
riers and the Interstate Commerce Commission, as well as 
local railroad and warehouse commissions. Let us en- 
lighten them as to our views upon all questions pertaining 
to transportation that arise affecting the oyster industry. 
It is incumbent upon us to make fully known the com- 
mercial side of a controversy, be it a question of classi- 
fication, rates, refrigeration, packages or service, and to 
do so in a substantial, logical and fearless manner. Ali 
concerned must appreciate the interests involved are 
mutual,” 





FORMS OF ACCOUNTING. 

The Interstate Commerce Commission has notified 
electric railways that the government printing office will 
not be able to get out forms of accounting prescribed 
for them before June 15, but that if they will write to 
the Commission they will be informed as to the nature 
of the accounting they must do. This notice is given 
so as to enable those who have doubt about their ability 
to get ready for the order, which becomes effective July 


1, opportunity to write to the Commission and get informa- 
tion before the printed forms are available. 


ROADS ABANDON SUITS. 

Of the nine railroads which began action in the 
United States District Court in December, 1910, to. pre- 
vent the enforcement of lower rates on coal, ordered by 
the [Iowa State Railroad Commission, the following 
seven have abandoned their cases: Chicago & North- 
western; Chicago, Burlington & Quincy; Chicago Great 
Western; Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Kansas City; 
Illinois Central; Fort Dodge, Des Moines & Southern, 
and Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul. 


CAR LOCATION ORDER. 
A modification of the order requiring monthly reports 
of the location of freight cars has been made by the 
Commission. 


The order now reads: That each common 





30,000 Islands of Georgian Bay 


“the Switzerland of America."’ You can have the many comforts that a large. elegantly equipped steamer 
affords. You will eat well and sleep well. Peaceful, quiet and exhilarating breezes will rest and strengthen you. In 
sight of lant most of the way—you can view some of the most magnificent scenery in the world. Our line of steamers 
offers you the greatest possible opportunity for real rest and genuine pleasure, You can go for a full week or only for a 


few days. as you prefer 


The Elegant Steel Steamships 


“Manitou” 


Onekama, Frankfort, Glen 
connecting with all lines for Lake Superior and Eastern Points. 

SPECIAL SEVEN-DAY CRUISES 
The Steel Steamship ““MISSOURI'’ to 


COLLINGWOOD, ONT., and return .00 
via Mackinac, ‘‘Soo,’' North Channel including 

and 30,000 islands of Georgian Bay. meals and berth 
stopping at points of interest— Traverse Bay — 


For ful) information, illustrated folder and book of tours address 


NORTHERN MICHIGAN LINE, J. C. Conley, Gen. Pass. Agent 
Offices & Docks, N. End Rush &t. Bridge, Chicego 


THE TRAFFIC WORLD 





Cruise for a week on the Lakes 


Spend your vacation on the water and secure the benefits to be derived from a trip to 


“Missouri” — “Illinois” — “Manistee” 
offer unrivaled service bet Chicago, Charlevoix, Petoskey, Mackinac Island, Ludington, Manistee, 
Haven, Leland (via Manistee &M.&N E.R. R.) and Traverse Bay Ports, 


SAULT STE. MARIE, and return $32.00 


via Mackinac—returping via « portion 
of Georgian Bay and the Scenic Grand meals and berth 
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carrier by railroad subject to the Act to regulate com. 
merce shall forward to this Commission as soon as prac. 
ticable after the first day of each month, but in no case 
later than the tenth day of such month, a statement ip 
duplicate prepared on the American Railway Association 
Form CE-5—Freight Car Location Statement, showing the 
location of freight car equipment, as provided therein, 
on the first day of each month; provided, however, that 
such rail carriers as operate only a mileage of 250 miles 
or less may report summaries only, as provided in the 
lower right-hand corner of said form; that the next re. 
port required by said order shall be as of date June 1, 1914 
and shall be forwarded to this Commission not later than 
June 10. 


‘ ry. ™“ Ty r “7 ‘ y 
POSITIONS WANTED OR OPEN 
eee an rneennei ee» 

EXPERT RATE AND CLAIM MAN, at present Au 
ditor and Claim Agent for small railroad and for some 
time past Traffic Manager for one of the largest in- 
dustrial shippers in the west, particularly desires to 
locate in central or prairie state. Want to connect 
with a well established concern. Will expect a good 
salary but guarantee results. Age 33, reliable reference. 
Will require thirty to sixty days in which to get re 
lieved. B. M. C. 32, The Traffic World, Chicago, III. 








Expert RATE AND TRAFFIC MAN, at present in 
charge of traffic for iron and steel company, desires to 
make new connection with large industrial or commercial 
concern, where exceptional ability and -experience are 
absolutely essential. Reliable reference. Age 31; mar 
ried; temperate. B. A. 41, The Traffic World, Chicago, II). 





Young man, 27, experienced in SALES AND TRAF- 
FIC WORK, at present employed, will change if offered 
proper inducement. Ability of the highest order and 
first-class references. S. Q. 19, The Traffic World. 





Lawyer—Young man 28 years old, 6 years’ experience 
in transportation and interstate commerce matters; 
thoroughly familiar with decisions, rulings and procedure 
of I. C. C. and other governmental departments, is open 
for position with corporation, railroad, or commercial 
club needing commerce attorney or assistant. 

Have held positions of highest trust, and can furnish 
best of references both as to personal character and busi 
ness ability. Location not important. Salary commen 
surate with position and its opportunities. Correspond 
ence confidential.—B. R. 29, THe TRAFFIC WorRLD, Chicago, 
Til. 
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THE TRAFFIC WORLD 
Directory of Transfer Agents, Freight Forwarders, Warehousemen, Custom House Brokers, ete. 


Huguenot Express Co. 
NEW YORK, N. Y. 


624 West Thirty-sixth St. Phome 839 Greeley. For- 
warders, truckmen for all lines; bulk shipments from out 
of town a specialty; up-to-date facilities for storage 
and distribution. 


Judson Freight Forwarding Co., Inc. 


CHICAGO 443 Marquette Buliding. 
ST. LOUIS 1501 Wright Buliding. 

Carload distribution to all railroads at Chicago and St 
Louis without teams; L. C. L. shipments of machinery 
forwarded at reduced rates to all principal Western and 
Pacific Coast points. 


Terminal Transfer & Storage Company, Inc. 
U. 8S. Bonded Transfer Mobile, Alabama 


Forwarding Agents and Distributors of Carload freight. 
Modern Storage Warehouses with track connections. 


Bash Storage Company 
FT. WAYNE, IND. 

Unsurpassed facilities for storing, handling, trans- 
ferring and forwarding goods; ample cold storage plant in 
connection, if desired. Yard room for outdoor storage. 
Two private switches connect plant with all roads. Give 
estimated amount of space required and kind of goods. 
Ft. Wayne has thirteen railroads, interurban and steam. 
Second city of Indiana. 


Savannah Bonded Warehouse and Transier Co. 
SAVANNAH, GA. CUSTOM HOUSE BROKERS. 


Merchandise and goods of all character stored, trans- 
ferred, forwarded, distributed. Maximum service for 
minimum cost. Freight service to and from Savannah un- 
surpassed. Twenty ships each week to and from prin- 
cipal Eastern markets. 


Jenkins Express 


COLUMBIA, S&S. C. 


The Geographical Center of Its State. Four Railway 
Systems. River Transportation. 


Equipped for general storage, distributivn, forwarding. 
Motor truck transfer. Private side track connecting all 
lines. 


BARNESON-HIBBERD WAREHOUSE CO. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAL. 


Main Office, 310 Sansome St. Telephone Sutter 940. 

China Basin Warehouse and Wharves, foot of Fourth 
Sit., with spur track. General Storage. Grain and Beans 
cleaned, polished and graded. Forwarding Agents and Pub- 
lic Weighers. Spur Track connection with all Railroads 
entering San Francisco. China Basin Warehouses and 
Wharves the only public facility in San Francisco where 
deep water, rail and public warehouse meet. No drayage. 


THERE IS ONLY ONE WAY 


Buffalo Storage & Carting Co. 


BUFFALO, N. Y. 


360-356 Seneca St. “Unsurpassed facilities’’ for stor- 
ing, handling, transferrimg and forwarding goods. Tele- 
Phone No. 633 


Louisville Public Warehouse Co., Ine. 


LOUISVILLE, KY. 


‘Import and export freight contractors, tramsfer and 
reshipping agents, custOm house brokers. Bomded and 
free warehouses. 


Wiesenfeld Warehouse Co. 


JACKSONVILLE, FLA. 


STORAGE, DISTRIBUTING AND REFORWARDING 
In heart of business district. On both rail and water. 
Prompt attention to all shipments, large or small. 


Pearce Forwarding Company 


GALVESTON, TEXAS 


Prompt service, courteous treatment, warehouse- 
men and drayage contractors. Package cars operated 
to southwestern points at reduced rates. 


Jones & Company,Inc. 


NORFOLK, VA. 


Storage, Forwarding and Distributing Agents. 
Rail and Water Facilities. 
All Steamers Can Dock at Our Wharves. 


The Benedict Warehouse & Transfer Company 


DENVER, COLO. 
501 SIXTEENTH STREET. 


DISTRIBUTION OF POOL CARS AND GENERAL 
WAREHOUSING. 


EXPORT BUSINESS 


Most manwfacturers are waking up to the fact that this 
is an important subject and are reaching out for such 
trade. A competent Forwarding Agent can be of material 
assistance to manufacturers. 

We quote rates of Freight and Marine Insurance to all 
places abroad and shall gladly answer inquiries respecting 
Consular Regulations, Customs Duty, etc. 

G. W. SHELDON & CO., Chicago, New York, London, 
Liverpool, Paris, Havre, Boulogne-Sur-Mer, 
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And that is by checking the changes from week to week as they are printed in 


THE TRAFFIC BULLETIN 


SAMPLES ON REQUEST 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU, CHICAGO 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper In writing to advertisers. 










THE fRAFFIC WORLD 


We have sold more than 600,000 in 6 months 


Standard Freight Claim Forms 


AS APPROVED BY 
THE FREICHT CLAIM ASSOCIATION 
THE VIRCINIA CLAIM CONFERENCE 
NATIONAL INDUSTRIAL TRAFFIC LEACUE 


THE NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF RAILWAY COMMISSIONERS 
AND THE 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION 
















Will Greatly Facilitate the Handling of Your Claims 





Mr. W. P. Taylor, Secretary of The Freight Claim Association, says:—“Inasmuch 
as it is earnestly desired that these forms be put into universal use, your co-opera- 
tion to the fullest consistent extent, with this end in view, will, of course, be much 
appreciated. It is felt that the use of these forms will be equally beneficial to the 
carriers and the claimants, as, by facilitating the adjustment of claims, they will 
remove what has heretofore been a cause for frequent complaint.” 







TWO KINDS: OVERCHARGE AND LOSS AND DAMAGE 







SCHEDULE OF PRICES 





Bc ad ee td $ 2.00 Delivered 
Nc laea a, ns vvlewt 3.75 Delivered 
Sue sack deh ae 7.50 Delivered 






Quantity prices, with name of railroad or shipper 
imprinted, quoted on request. 





If you need the forms why not get them at headquarters for traffic 
supplies? Then you will know that they are 
absolutely standard. 






READY FOR PROMPT SHIPMENT. 






THE TRAFFIC SERVICE BUREAU, 418 South Market Street, CHICAGO 


As a Friend of THE TRAFFIC WORLD, please Mention the paper in writing to advertisers. 









